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FINDING  OF  NO  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACT 
AND 

FINDING  OF  NO  PRACTICABLE  ALTERNATIVE 
RENOVATION  AND  SMALL  ADDITION  FOR  AGE  FACILITY 
MACDILL  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  FLORIDA 

Agency:  United  States  Air  Force  (USAF),  Headquarters,  Air  Mobility  Command 

Background:  Pursuant  to  the  President's  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  regulations, 
Title  40  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)  Parts  1500-1508,  as  they  implement  the 
requirements  of  the  National  Environment  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  §  4321,  et  seq., 
and  the  Air  Force  Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process,  as  promulgated  in  32  CFR  Part  989, 
the  U.S.  Air  Force  conducted  an  assessment  of  the  potential  environmental  consequences 
associated  with  implementation  of  the  following  Proposed  Action:  Renovation  of  Building  552, 
Air  Ground  Equipment  (AGE)  maintenance  facility  within  the  100-year  floodplain  on  MacDill 
Air  Force  Base.  Originally  constructed  in  1942,  Building  552  remains  a  functional  facility  but  it 
is  in  substandard  condition  and  due  for  modernization.  The  proposed  project  would  extensively 
renovate  the  interior  and  exterior  of  the  existing  AGE  facility.  This  Finding  of  No  Practicable 
Alternative  (FONPA)  evaluates  the  alternatives  considered  and  explains  why  the  project  was 
designed  and  sited  as  proposed. 

PROPOSED  ACTION:  Completely  renovate  the  interior  and  exterior  of  the  existing  AGE 
facility  (Building  552).  Renovation  activities  include  installation  of  a  new  roof,  windows  and 
doors  to  meet  base  architectural  standards;  reconfiguration  of  the  interior  layout  of  the  facility; 
and  construction  of  a  new  entryway.  The  project  also  includes  construction  of  a  high  bay 
maintenance  addition  and  reconfiguration  of  the  parking  lot  to  meet  force  protection  standards. 

Alternatives:  One  alternative  to  the  Proposed  Action  was  demolition  of  the  existing  facility  and 
construction  of  a  replacement  facility  in  the  same  location.  The  No  Action  alternative  was  also 
analyzed.  The  environmental  consequences  associated  with  implementation  of  the  Proposed 
Action  are  summarized  in  the  following  sections. 

Air  Quality:  Fugitive  dust  and  construction  vehicle  exhaust  will  be  generated  during  renovation 
activities  for  the  AGE  facility.  However,  these  emissions  will  not  constitute  a  major  source  of  air 
pollutants  based  on  quantitative  analyses  of  particulate  matter  and  vehicle  emissions  generated  by 
projects  of  similar  size  and  scope.  Measures  to  insure  clean  indoor  air  quality  have  been 
incorporated  into  the  facility  design. 

Noise:  Noise  levels  will  increase  temporarily  during  construction;  however  occupants  of  nearby 
administrative  facilities  would  not  be  affected. 

Wastes,  Hazardous  Materials  and  Stored  Fuels:  A  temporary  increase  in  the  generation  of 
solid  waste  would  occur  during  renovation  activities  at  the  AGE  facility.  The  Proposed  Action 
also  includes  construction  of  a  flood-proof  storage  area  within  the  facility  for  the  storage  of 
hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste  to  improve  protection  of  the  floodplain.  In  addition, 
the  AGE  facility  is  located  above  a  groundwater  plume  containing  chlorinated  solvents 
designated  as  Solid  Waste  Management  Unit  61.  There  is  the  remote  possibility  that  excavation 
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activities  could  encounter  contaminated  media.  If  contaminated  media  is  encountered  during 
demolition  activities,  work  will  be  stopped  and  the  contaminated  material  will  be  removed  or 
managed  in  accordance  with  hazardous  waste  clean-up  guidelines.  Due  to  the  age  of  the  AGE 
facility  lead-based  paint  and  asbestos  containing  building  materials  are  likely  to  be  present.  Prior 
to  initiating  renovation  activities  an  environmental  consulting  company  will  survey  the  facility  of 
asbestos  and  lead-based  paint.  If  asbestos  or  lead-base  paint  are  identified,  the  environmental 
consulting  company  will  abate  the  hazardous  material  and  monitor  the  environment  during 
abatement.  Implementation  of  these  practices  will  ensure  that  the  Proposed  Action  does  not 
result  in  significant  impacts  from  hazardous  materials  or  wastes.  There  would  be  no  impacts  to 
stored  fuels  with  implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action. 

Water  Resources:  There  would  be  no  significant  impacts  to  surface  or  ground  water  quality 
during  renovation  activities  on  the  AGE  facility. 

Floodplains:  Renovation  of  the  AGE  facility  including  construction  of  the  small  addition  and 
reconfiguration  of  the  parking  lot  will  take  place  within  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain  on  the 
eastern  portion  of  the  base.  Currently,  80%  of  MacDill  AFB  is  located  within  the  coastal 
floodplain.  The  AGE  facility  must  be  located  adjacent  to  the  flight  aprons  to  meet  mission  needs 
and  the  flight  aprons  are  located  in  the  floodplain. 

It  is  not  logistically  or  financially  feasible  to  elevate  the  facility  above  the  100-year  flood 
elevation  as  part  of  the  renovation  project;  however,  the  Proposed  Action  will  not  increase  the 
risk  to  human  health,  safety,  and  welfare  as  a  result  of  flooding.  Similarly,  the  Proposed  Action 
will  not  increase  the  risk  of  loss  to  government  assets  as  a  result  of  flooding.  The  Proposed 
Action  would  not  alter  floodplain  functions  but  would  offer  improved  protection  of  the 
floodplain  through  construction  of  a  floodproof  hazardous  materials/waste  storage  area. 

Biological  Resources:  Adverse  impacts  on  wetlands  (including  wetland  communities  of  Tampa 
Bay),  wildlife,  aquatic  life,  or  protected  species  would  not  occur  during  renovation  activities.  No 
State-  or  Federally-listed  (or  candidate  species  or  species  habitat)  were  identified  or  are 
anticipated  due  to  lack  of  suitable  habitat  around  the  AGE  facility.  United  States  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  concurred  that  Threatened  and  Endangered  species  or  species  habitat  will  not  be 
impacted  with  implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action.  Jurisdictional  wetlands  are  not  located 
on  or  in  the  vicinity  of  the  AGE  facility  nor  will  they  be  filled,  altered  or  impacted  under  the 
Proposed  Action. 

Socioeconomic  Resources:  Renovation  of  the  AGE  facility  will  cost  approximately  $3.5  million 
and  will  have  a  minor  short-term  economic  benefit  for  the  Tampa  community. 

Cultural  Resources:  The  AGE  facility  is  considered  historic  due  to  its  age  and  association  with 
the  early  development  of  MacDill.  The  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  (SHPO)  has 
determined  that  extensive  renovation  of  the  AGE  facility  would  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the 
historic  building;  however  they  agree  that  the  Level  III  Historic  American  Building  Survey 
documentation  for  Building  552  serves  as  adequate  mitigation  for  the  adverse  effect.  A 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  between  MacDill  AFB  and  the  SHPO  has  been  signed  by  both 
parties  to  document  this  agreement. 
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Land  Use:  The  Proposed  Action  will  result  in  no  change  to  the  existing  land  use. 

Transportation  Systems:  Renovation  of  the  AGE  facility  will  have  a  short  term,  minor  adverse 
impact  on  transportation  at  MacDill  AFB,  but  the  impact  will  be  temporary  and  considered 
insignificant. 

Airspace/ Airfield  Operations:  Renovation  of  the  AGE  facility  will  not  impact  airspace/airfield 
operations. 

Safety  and  Occupational  Health:  Renovation  of  the  AGE  facility  would  not  pose  safety 
hazards  beyond  those  typically  experienced  with  a  construction  project.  Asbestos  containing 
building  material  and  lead-based  paint  are  suspected  to  exist;  however  as  stated  above,  a 
comprehensive  asbestos  and  lead-based  paint  survey  will  be  completed  and,  if  identified,  the 
hazardous  material  will  be  abated  prior  to  initiating  any  type  of  destructive  work  in  the  AGE 
facility.  This  process  will  greatly  reduce  the  potential  for  health  and  safety  impacts  to 
construction  workers.  The  AGE  facility  is  located  on  top  of  and  adjacent  to  Environmental 
Restoration  Program  sites  creating  the  potential  to  encounter  contaminated  soil  during  renovation 
activities.  If  contaminated  media  is  encountered,  standard  measures  are  in  place  to  manage  the 
material  and  protect  worker  health  and  safety. 

Environmental  Management  (including  Geology  and  Soils):  The  renovated  AGE  facility  will 
continue  to  participate  in  Base  recycling  programs  to  reduce  solid  waste  disposal  volumes.  The 
Proposed  Action  will  not  impact  the  potable  water  or  sanitary  sewer  system  on  base  since  the 
number  of  personnel  working  in  the  facility  will  not  change.  During  construction  activities,  soil 
erosion  in  disturbed  areas  would  be  controlled  by  implementation  of  a  sediment  and  erosion 
control  plan  as  well  as  best  management  practices. 

Environmental  Justice:  No  disproportionately  high  or  adverse  effects  on  minority  or  low- 
income  populations  would  occur  as  a  result  of  the  Proposed  Action. 

Indirect  and  Cumulative  Impacts:  There  are  no  site-specific  direct,  indirect,  or  cumulative 
impacts  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action.  The  proposed  construction  and  renovation 
activities  were  considered  in  conjunction  with  other  ongoing  or  planned  construction  projects, 
and  found  that  together  they  do  not  constitute  a  significant  cumulative  impact. 

Unavoidable  Adverse  Impacts:  There  are  no  unavoidable  adverse  impacts  associated  with 
renovation  of  the  AGE  facility,  construction  of  a  small  addition,  or  reconfiguration  of  the  parking 
lot. 

Relationship  Between  Short-term  Uses  and  Enhancement  of  Long-term  Productivity: 

Implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  would  have  a  positive  effect  on  long-term  productivity 
by  revitalizing  an  aging  facility  better  serve  the  mission  at  MacDill  AFB. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  Commitment  of  Resources:  The  Proposed  Action  will 
irreversibly  commit  fuels,  manpower  and  money  to  create  a  modem,  functional  facility  for  the 
installation. 
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Florida  Coastal  Zone  Management:  In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Coastal  Zone  Management 
Act  (CZMA)  and  the  Florida  CZMA,  this  Federal  action  must  be  consistent  “to  the  maximum 
extent  practicable”  with  the  Florida  Coastal  Management  Program  (CMP).  The  Air  Force  has 
prepared  a  Consistency  Statement  and  finds  that  the  conceptual  proposed  action  is  consistent 
with  Florida’s  CMP.  The  State  of  Florida  has  agreed  that  the  Proposed  Action  is  consistent  with 
the  Florida  CMP. 

FINDING  OF  NO  SIGNIFICANT  IMPACT:  Based  upon  my  review  of  the  facts  and  analyses 
contained  in  the  attached  Environmental  Assessment,  which  is  hereby  incorporated  by  reference, 
I  conclude  that  implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  will  not  have  a  significant  environmental 
impact,  either  by  itself  or  cumulatively  with  other  projects  at  MacDill  AFB.  Accordingly,  the 
requirements  of  NEPA,  the  regulations  promulgated  by  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
and  the  Air  Force  are  fulfilled  and  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  not  required.  The 
Tampa  Tribune  published  a  Notice  of  Availability  on  March  14,  2005.  No  comments  were 
received  during  the  public  comment  period  ending  April  13,  2005.  The  signing  of  this  combined 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  finding  of  no  practicable  alternative  (FONSI/FONPA) 
completes  the  environmental  impact  analysis  process  under  Air  Force  regulations. 

FINDING  OF  NO  PRACTICABLE  ALTERNATIVE:  Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11988, 
the  authority  delegated  in  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  Order  (SAFO)  791.1,  and  taking  the  above 
information  into  account,  I  find  that  there  is  no  practicable  alternative  to  completing  the  proposed 
renovation  and  minor  construction  activities  within  the  floodplain.  The  AGE  facility  must  be 
located  along  the  existing  flight  aprons  to  meet  mission  needs  and  the  flight  aprons  are  entirely 
located  within  the  coastal  floodplain.  Consequently  there  is  no  practicable  alternative  to 
completing  the  Proposed  Action  as  described  within  a  floodplain.  The  Proposed  Action,  as 
designed,  includes  all  practicable  measures  to  minimize  harm  to  the  coastal  floodplain.  The  Air 
Force  has  sent  all  required  notices  to  Federal  agencies,  single  points  of  contact,  the  State  of 
Florida,  local  government  representatives,  and  the  local  news  media. 


DELEULBERG 

Brigadier  General,  USAF 

Director,  Installations  &  Mission  Support 

Attachment:  Environmental  Assessment 
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1.0  PURPOSE  OF  AND  NEED  FOR  PROPOSED  ACTION 

This  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  identifies,  describes,  and  evaluates  potential  environmental 
impacts  associated  with  the  extensive  interior  and  exterior  renovation  of  the  existing  Aerospace 
Ground  Equipment  (AGE)  Facility,  including  construction  of  a  small  high  bay  maintenance  area 
addition  and  new  entry  way  to  the  AGE  facility  at  MacDill  Air  Force  Base  (AFB).  The  EA  also 
considers  alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Action,  including  the  Demolish  Existing  AGE  Facility 
(Bldg.  552)/Construct  Replacement  Alternative,  Use  of  Other  Existing  Facilities  Alternative,  and 
the  No  Action  Alternative. 

1.1  PURPOSE  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION 

The  purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action  is  to  renovate  the  substandard  AGE  Facility  (Building  552) 
to  provide  a  modem  work  environment,  improving  the  maintenance  specialists’  efficiency  and 
ability  to  service  and  repair  Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  at  the  base.  The  new  facility  would 
help  to  encourage  pride  of  ownership  in  their  workplace.  The  services  this  new  facility  would 
provide  would  be  limited  to  servicing  of  AGE  equipment.  In  addition,  the  Proposed  Action 
would  remove  an  old  wash  rack  and  its  associated  equipment  which  are  obsolete  and  no  longer 
needed. 

1.2  NEED  FOR  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION 

Maintenance  of  AGE  is  conducted  in  Building  552.  This  building  was  originally  constructed  in 
1 942  and  added  onto  in  1 967  with  an  addition  that  doubled  the  size  of  the  original  building.  The 
ceilings  and  door  heights  are  too  low  to  allow  entry  of  some  AGE.  Roof  truss  support  members 
are  termite  damaged  and  their  placement  interferes  with  movement  of  equipment.  Mechanical 
exhaust  equipment  has  failed  and  requires  replacement.  Administrative  offices  were  constructed 
through  self-help  efforts  and  are  not  centrally  located,  nor  acoustically  separate  from  the  shop 
areas.  Interior  and  exterior  finishes  are  outdated  and  do  not  meet  the  base's  architectural 
standards.  The  restroom  facilities  are  inconveniently  located  in  a  connecting  building.  The  chain 
hoist  is  not  rated  for  some  of  the  heavier  pieces  of  AGE.  Windows  do  not  meet  current  Force 
Protection  standards  nor  are  they  energy  efficient.  There  is  no  defined  main  entrance  to  the 

1 


May  2005 


FINAL 


Environmental  Assessment  for 
Renovation  and  Small  Addition  for  AGE  Facility 
MacDill  AFB,  Florida 


building  and  visitors  can  easily  enter  directly  into  a  service/maintenance  area.  Lighting  fixtures 
are  outdated  and  inefficient.  Overhead  doors  are  hard  to  maintain  and  difficult  to  operate. 
Access  to  the  parking  area  is  off  a  poorly  designed  intersection  which  has  resulted  in  several 
vehicular  accidents.  The  need  for  this  EA  was  determined  while  completing  AF  Form  813, 
Request  for  Environmental  Impact  Analysis,  a  copy  of  which  is  included  in  Appendix  A. 

1.3  OBJECTIVES  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION 

Establishment  of  a  new  facility  would  benefit  Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  personnel  who  must 
currently  perform  service  and  repair  activities  in  a  substandard  facility  which  is  in  degraded 
condition.  Completion  of  Proposed  Action  would  provide  a  modern  and  efficient  work 
environment  and  meet  the  aforementioned  needs. 

In  addition  to  providing  a  state-of-the-art  facility,  MacDill  wishes  to  upgrade  its  facilities  to  meet 
current  code,  policy,  and  force  protection  guidelines.  The  existing  AGE  Facility  does  not  meet 
these  objectives.  The  existing  AGE  Building  (Building  552)  has  shortcomings  related  to  fire  and 
electrical  codes,  lacks  a  defined  entry  point,  and  does  not  meet  certain  anti-terrorism  requirements 
of  the  Unified  Facilities  Criteria,  DoD  Minimum  Antiterrorism  Standards  for  Buildings,  31  Jul 
2002. 

Renovating  and  repairing  the  existing  AGE  Facility  on  MacDill  AFB  allows  for  a  more  efficient 
and  safe  work  environment.  Currently,  access  to  the  parking  area  is  off  a  poorly  designed 
intersection  which  has  resulted  in  several  vehicular  accidents.  The  addition,  renovation  and 
repair  of  the  existing  AGE  Facility  would  be  in  line  with  the  base’s  2010  Plan  (Master 
Development  Plan). 

1.4  SCOPE  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 

This  EA  examines  the  potential  for  impacts  to  the  environment  resulting  from  the  military 
construction  (MILCON)  of  a  modem  Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  maintenance  facility  at 
MacDill  AFB,  Florida  (Figures  1-1,  4-1  &  4-2).  This  environmental  analysis  has  been  conducted 
in  accordance  with  the  President’s  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  regulations,  Title  40 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)  §§1500-1508,  as  they  implement  the  requirements  of 
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the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  of  1969,  42  EJ.S.C.  §4321,  et  seq.,  and  32  CFR 
Part  989,  Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process. 

The  Federal  Coastal  Zone  Management  Act  (CZMA)  required  Federal  agencies  carrying  out 
activities  subject  to  the  Act  to  provide  a  “consistency  determination”  to  the  relevant  state  agency. 
The  Air  Force’s  Consistency  Determination  is  contained  in  the  Consistency  Statement  in 
Appendix  B.  This  EA,  including  the  Air  Force’s  Consistency  Statement,  was  submitted  to  the 
Florida  State  Clearinghouse  for  a  multi-agency  review.  This  EA  was  also  made  available  for 
public  review.  The  Florida  Department  of  Community  Affairs,  with  input  from  state  and  county 
agencies,  determined  that  the  proposed  project  is  consistent  with  the  Florida  Coastal  Management 
Program  (Appendix  C).  Any  public  comments  received  for  this  project  are  also  included  in 
Appendix  C. 

1.5  ENVIRONMENTAL  PERMIT  REQUIREMENTS 

It  is  anticipated  that  completion  of  this  project  would  require  application  for  a  storm  water 
management  permit  from  the  Southwest  Florida  Water  Management  District  (SWFWMD)  for 
reconfiguration  of  the  parking  lot  and  construction  of  the  stormwater  retention  pond.  The  base 
water  program  manager  evaluated  the  project  and  determined  that  the  size  and  scope  of  the 
project  did  not  warrant  application  of  a  National  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System 
(NPDES)  Phase  II  storm  water  construction  permit. 

In  addition,  a  National  Emissions  Standard  for  Hazardous  Air  Pollutants  (NESHAP)  notification, 
along  with  a  NESHAP  asbestos-containing  material  survey  report  and  fee  for 
renovation/demolition  would  be  provided  to  the  Environmental  Protection  Commission  of 
Hillsborough  County  if  asbestos  containing  building  material  is  detected  in  the  survey. 
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2.0  DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES 

This  section  provides  a  description  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  to  the  Proposed 
Action.  The  Proposed  Action  involves  extensive  interior  and  exterior  renovation  of  the  AGE 
facility  including  construction  of  a  small  high  bay  maintenance  area  addition  and  new  entryway. 
The  project  would  provide  an  adequately  sized,  organized  and  equipped  facility  improving  the 
maintenance  specialists'  efficiency  and  ability  to  service  and  repair  AGE  while  encouraging  pride 
of  ownership  in  their  workplace.  The  Proposed  Action  also  includes  demolition  of  the  antiquated 
wash  rack  and  its  associated  equipment.  The  wash  rack  and  associated  equipment  would  be 
removed  and  disposed  and  the  area  would  be  repaved  with  asphalt.  Three  alternatives  to  the 
Proposed  Action  were  considered  as  part  of  this  EA,  including  the  Demolish  Existing  AGE 
Facility  (Bldg.  552)/Construct  Replacement  Alternative,  the  Use  of  Other  Existing  Facilities 
Alternative,  and  the  No  Action  Alternative.  The  Use  of  Other  Existing  Facilities  Alternative  was 
eliminated  from  further  study  due  to  the  fact  there  are  no  vacant  on-base  facilities  of 
suitable  size  or  configuration  available  on  MacDill  AFB,  particularly  along  the  flight 
apron  where  the  AGE  must  be  located  to  provide  operations  support. 

2.1  DETAILED  DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION 

2.1.1  Background 

Land  on  the  southern  tip  of  the  Interbay  Peninsula  was  selected  for  an  army  airbase  in  1939,  and 
MacDill  AFB  became  an  airbase  in  1941.  The  AGE  Facility  (Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  - 
Building  552)  was  originally  constructed  in  1942.  Since  that  time,  the  building  has  been 
modified,  and  additions  to  the  building  were  completed  in  1967  doubling  the  size  of  the  original 
building.  The  area  surrounding  the  AGE  Facility  has  seen  a  growth  in  projects  aimed  at 
improving  the  infrastructure  of  the  base.  The  AGE  Facility  currently  lies  along  the  southeast 
comer  of  the  north  flight  line  apron  near  the  northern  center  of  the  base,  classified  as  an  industrial 
land  use  area..  The  existing  facility  is  currently  undersized,  substandard,  and  poorly  suited  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  AGE  maintenance  function  or  AGE  personnel.  As  the  services  and 
functions  of  AGE  have  expanded  over  the  years,  there  has  been  an  increased  need  for  space,  and 
a  modem  facility. 
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2.1.2  Proposed  Action 

The  Proposed  Action  would  include  completely  renovating  the  interior  and  exterior  of  the 
existing  facility  and  constructing  a  small  addition.  Proposed  repairs  and  addition  would  consist 
of  the  following.  The  existing  flat  (built-up)  roof  would  be  completely  removed  and  replaced 
with  a  pitched,  standing  seam  metal  roof  that  meets  base  architectural  standards.  The  painted 
concrete  masonry  unit  block  walls  of  the  facility  would  be  cleaned  and  an  exterior  stucco  coating 
would  be  applied  to  the  wall  to  meet  base  architectural  standards.  All  of  the  exiting  windows  in 
the  facility  would  be  removed  and  replaced  with  modem,  energy  efficient  windows.  All  of  the 
exterior  doors  would  be  removed  and  replaced. 

The  interior  of  the  facility,  which  consists  primarily  of  an  open  warehouse-style  floor  plan  with  a 
line  of  offices  and  store  rooms  along  one  wall,  would  be  completely  gutted  (see  Figures  3-1,  3-2, 
3-3,  4-1  &  4-2).  The  interior  of  the  facility  would  be  reconfigured  so  that  all  of  the 
office/administrative/storage  space  is  consolidated  and  relocated  to  the  west  end  of  the  building. 
A  new  entry  way  extending  out  from  the  building  would  be  constructed  at  the  western  end  of  the 
building  to  create  a  defined  entry  point  for  the  facility.  The  eastern  three-quarters  of  the  building 
would  remain  open  warehouse-type  space.  The  entire  facility  would  be  landscaped  to  meet  base 
architectural  standards. 

Portions  of  the  existing  parking  lot,  which  do  not  meet  current  force  protection  standards  due  to 
the  proximity  to  the  building,  would  be  removed  and  the  remaining  portion  of  the  parking  lot 
would  be  expanded  to  compensate  for  the  area  of  parking  lot  that  was  removed.  Once 
reconfigured,  the  entire  parking  area  would  be  repaved  to  create  a  uniform  appearance.  The  new 
parking  area  would  include  a  new  curb  and  gutter  to  insure  the  proper  management  of  storm 
water. 

In  addition  to  the  proposed  renovation  activities,  the  project  would  construct  a  high  bay 
maintenance  area  at  the  northwest  end  of  the  building  (Figure  3-3).  Construction  of  the  AGE 
high  bay  maintenance  area  would  be  completed  adjacent  to  Building  552  next  to  the  north  flight 
apron.  The  high  bay  maintenance  area  would  be  constructed  of  concrete  masonry  unit  block  with 
a  standing  seam  metal  roof  to  match  the  rest  of  the  building.  Included  in  the  project  is  the 
demolition  of  an  obsolete  wash  rack  and  its  associated  equipment.  The  wash  rack  and  associated 
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equipment  would  be  removed  and  disposed  and  the  area  would  be  repaved  with  asphalt. 
Implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  would  not  result  in  an  increase  in  the  number  of  AGE 
personnel  on-base 

2.2  DESCRIPTION  OF  ALTERNATIVE  ACTIONS 

Alternative  actions  considered  for  further  evaluation  focused  upon  demolishing  the  existing  AGE 
Facility  and  constructing  a  replacement  facility.  The  use  of  other  existing  facilities  on  MacDill 
AFB  was  eliminated  from  further  study  due  to  the  fact  that  there  are  no  vacant  on  base  facilities 
that  are  able  to  meet  operational  support  requirements  of  the  AGE  organization  and  it’s 
personnel.  The  alternatives  retained  for  further  evaluation  are  identified  as  the  Demolish  Existing 
AGE  Facility  (Building  552)/Construct  Replacement  Alternative  and  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

2.2.1  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

Construct  a  new  AGE  Support  Facility  to  replace  Building  552.  Project  construction  would 
consist  of  the  following:  Demolition  of  the  existing  AGE  building  (Building  552),  then 
construction  of  concrete  foundation,  elevated  in  accordance  with  FEMA  to  1 1.5  feet  above  mean 
sea  level  with  concrete  masonry  unit  walls,  a  standing  seam  metal  roof  system,  stucco  exterior, 
fire  detection/suppression  systems,  HVAC,  emergency  power,  associated  site  utilities,  parking, 
perimeter  security,  grading  and  landscaping.  The  new  AGE  Facility  would  be  constructed  in  the 
same  location  as  the  existing  AGE  Facility.  Temporary  trailers  would  be  installed  and  used  by 
AGE  personnel  until  their  new  facility  is  constructed.  This  alternative  was  not  selected  due  to 
cost  considerations.  Construction  of  a  new  facility,  including  demolition  of  the  existing  building, 
was  estimated  to  cost  $5.7M  (Appendix  F).  The  1391  for  construction  of  a  new  AGE  Support 
Facility  is  attached.  Renovation  of  Building  552,  estimated  to  cost  $3.0M  (Appendix  F),  would 
still  meet  all  the  operational  needs  of  the  AGE  organization  and  provide  them  with  a  modem 
updated  facility.  Consequently,  the  replacement  alternative  was  not  selected. 

2.2.2  Alternatives  Eliminated  from  Further  Study 

There  are  no  vacant  on-base  facilities  of  suitable  size  or  configuration  available  on  MacDill  AFB, 
particularly  along  the  flight  apron  where  the  AGE  must  be  located  to  provide  operations  support. 
The  primary  duties  of  the  AGE  operation  include  scheduled  and  unscheduled  maintenance, 
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delivering  equipment  to  the  flight  line  and  back  shops,  and  procuring  replacement  parts.  A 
location  in  close  proximity  to  the  flight  apron  is  critical  to  insure  efficient  operation  for  the  AGE 
organization.  Leasing  an  off-base  facility  is  not  a  viable  alternative  given  the  function  of  the 
AGE  organization  which  is  to  provide  flight  line  support.  The  AGE  organization  must  be  located 
near  the  flight  apron  and  there  are  no  off-base  locations  near  the  flight  apron 

2.3  DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE 

Linder  the  No  Action  Alternative,  no  repairs  or  construction  to  the  AGE  Maintenance  Facility 
(Bldg  552)  would  take  place  and  the  existing  facility  would  continue  to  be  used.  If  this 
alternative  was  implemented,  some  building  code  and  policy  modifications  would  still  be 
required  for  Building  552.  These  modifications  include  accessibility  improvements  to  meet 
Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  (ADA)  requirements,  electrical  and  mechanical  exhaust 
upgrades,  improvements  to  the  back-up  generation  system  to  meet  emergency  planning 
requirements.  Installation  of  new  windows  and  set-back  changes  within  the  parking  lot  would 
also  be  required  to  meet  current  antiterrorism  requirements. 

2.4  COMPARISON  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  EFFECTS  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION 
AND  ALTERNATIVES 

Table  2.1  (back  of  text)  is  a  summary  of  the  potential  environmental  impacts  of  the  Proposed 
Action,  the  Demolish  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative,  the  Use  of 
Existing  Facilities  Alternative,  and  the  No  Action  Alternative. 


3.0  AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 

This  section  describes  the  characteristics  of  the  existing  natural  and  man-made  environment  that 
could  be  affected  by  the  Proposed  Action  (Renovate  the  Interior  and  Exterior  of  the  Existing 
AGE  Facility  and  Construct  Small  Addition),  the  Demolish  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct 
Replacement  Alternative,  and  the  No  Action  Alternative.  This  section  establishes  the  basis  for 
assessing  impacts  of  the  alternatives  on  the  affected  environment  provided  in  Section  4.0. 
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3.1  AIR  QUALITY 

The  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA),  as  amended  in  1977  and  1990,  provides  the  basis  for  regulating  air 
pollution  to  the  atmosphere.  The  United  States  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (USEPA)  set 
air  quality  standards  for  six  “criteria”  pollutants:  carbon  monoxide  (CO),  nitrogen  dioxide  (NO2), 
ozone  (O3),  sulfur  oxides  (SOx),  measured  as  sulfur  dioxide  (SO2),  lead  (Pb),  and  particulate 
matter  with  an  aerodynamic  diameter  less  than  or  equal  to  10  micrometers  (PM10).  These 
standards  are  the  cornerstone  of  the  CAA.  Although  not  directly  enforceable,  they  are  the 
benchmark  for  the  establishment  of  emission  limitations  by  the  states  for  the  pollutants  USEPA 
determines  may  endanger  public  health  or  welfare. 

The  Environmental  Protection  Commission  of  Elillsborough  County  (EPC)  is  responsible  for 
issuing  and  enforcing  the  CAA  Title  V  Air  Operation  Permit  (Permit  No.  0570141-001-AV 
issued  21  Oct  99)  for  MacDill  AFB.  The  1998  air  emission  inventory  at  MacDill  AFB  found  the 
installation  is  a  major  source  of  nitrogen  oxides  with  potential  emissions  of  184  tons  per  year. 

The  USEPA  tracks  compliance  with  the  air  quality  standards  through  designation  of  a  particular 
region  as  “attainment”  or  “non- attainment.”  MacDill  AFB  is  located  in  Elillsborough  County 
within  the  West  Central  Florida  Intrastate  Air  Quality  Control  Region  (AQCR).  Hillsborough 
County  currently  meets  the  EPA  air  quality  standards  for  all  criteria  pollutants  (60  FR  62748, 
December  7,  1995).  The  county  was  formerly  non-attainment  for  ozone,  but  is  currently  in 
attainment  of  the  8-hour  and  24-hour  standards. 

3.2  NOISE 

The  meaning  of  noise  for  this  analysis  is  undesirable  sound  that  interferes  with  speech 
communication  and  hearing,  or  is  otherwise  annoying  (unwanted  sound).  In  June  1980,  the 
Federal  Interagency  Committee  on  Urban  Noise  published  guidelines  (FICUN  1980)  relating  day- 
night  average  sound  level  (DNL)  values  to  compatible  land  uses.  Most  Federal  agencies  have 
identified  65  decibels  (dB)  DNL  as  a  criterion  that  protects  those  most  affected  by  noise  and  that 
can  often  be  achieved  on  a  practical  basis.  The  Air  Installation  Compatible  Use  Zone  (AICUZ) 
Study  (1998)  plotted  the  DNL  from  65  to  80  dB  for  a  typical  busy  day  at  the  base.  The  DNL 
contours  reflect  the  aircraft  operations  at  MacDill  AFB.  The  DNL  65  dB  contour  covers  the  main 
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runway,  and  extends  about  one  mile  southwest  over  Tampa  Bay,  and  about  1  Vi  miles  northeast 
over  Hillsborough  Bay.  A  second,  smaller  DNL  65  dB  contour  is  centered  near  the  southeastern 
end  of  the  inactive  runway  (taxiway). 

The  small  65  dB  contour  on  the  northeastern  end  of  the  north  apron  is  approximately  50  feet 
south  of  the  existing  AGE  facility  and  the  proposed  addition.  The  AGE  Facility  is  located  more 
than  3000  feet  south  of  (outside)  the  current  65  dB  contour  that  extends  east  of  the  base  over 
Hillsborough  Bay. 

3.3  WASTES,  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS,  AND  STORED  FUEL 

Hazardous  wastes  generated  at  MacDill  AFB  include  solvents,  fuels,  lubricants,  stripping 
materials,  used  oils,  waste  paint-related  materials,  and  other  miscellaneous  wastes.  The 
responsibility  for  managing  hazardous  waste  lies  with  the  generating  organization  and  6th 
CES/CEV.  Wastes  come  from  approximately  50  locations  throughout  the  base  and  are  managed 
at  satellite  accumulation  points  base-wide. 

Approximately  105  operations  base- wide  use  hazardous  materials.  Hazardous  materials  on-base 
include  various  organic  solvents,  chlorine,  freon,  paints,  thinners,  oils,  lubricants,  compressed 
gases,  pesticides,  herbicides,  nitrates,  and  chromates.  A  detailed  tracking  and  accounting  system 
is  in  place  to  identify  potentially  hazardous  materials  and  to  ensure  that  base  organizations  are 
approved  to  use  specific  hazardous  materials. 

The  base  receives  jet  fuel  (JP-8)  at  the  Defense  Fuel  Supply  Point  (DFSP)  by  pipeline  from  Port 
Tampa.  JP-8  storage  capacity  at  DFSP  and  MacDill  AFB  is  over  7.5  million  gallons.  Diesel, 
gasoline,  and  heating  oil  are  stored  throughout  MacDill  AFB  in  small  to  medium-sized 
Underground  Storage  Tanks  (USTs)  and  Aboveground  Storage  Tanks  (ASTs)  ranging  in  size 
from  50  to  12,000  gallons. 

All  generated  waste  water  is  treated  at  the  base’s  waste  water  treatment  plant.  The  waste  water 
treatment  plant  (WWTP)  was  constructed  in  1952  and  has  since  been  updated  and  expanded  to 
meet  current  demands.  The  treatment  process  consists  of  grit  removal,  flow  tank  equalization, 
aeration,  clarification,  tertiary  filtration,  and  chlorine  contact.  The  plant  is  permitted  to  treat  a 
volume  of  1.2  million  gallons  per  day  (mgd).  Currently,  the  plant  operates  at  an  average  of 
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approximately  0.6  mgd.  All  treated  waste  water  is  currently  reused  on-base  by  reclamation, 
principally  through  spray  application  at  the  golf  course  located  at  the  southeast  quadrant  of  the 
base.  In  addition,  wastewater  is  sent  to  one,  10-acre  restricted-access  spray  fields  for  infiltration, 
or  to  a  20-million  gallon  wet  weather  storage  pond  for  infiltration. 

A  total  of  15  groundwater  monitoring  wells  are  sampled  quarterly  to  monitor  potential 
groundwater  impacts  at  the  golf  course  spray  fields.  The  Environmental  Protection  Commission 
of  Hillsborough  County  regulates  wastewater  treatment  operations  under  delegation  from  the 
Florida  Department  of  Environmental  Protection  (FDEP).  MacDill  AFB  received  its  current 
operating  permit  in  March  2004  and  it  will  expire  in  March  2011. 

The  project  is  near  Solid  Waste  Management  Unit  {SWMU}-29  which  has  been  closed  by  the 
FDEP.  The  AGE  facility  is  also  adjacent  to  Site  38  where  petroleum  hydrocarbons  have  been 
indentified  in  the  soil  and  groundwater.  Finally,  the  project  is  located  above  a  groundwater 
plume  containing  chlorinated  solvents  designated  as  Solid  Waste  Management  Unit  61. 

3.4  WATER  RESOURCES 

Surface  water  flows  at  the  base  are  primarily  from  storm  water  runoff.  Seven  canals  transport 
storm  water  off  base  and  discharge  to  Tampa  Bay  and  Hillsborough  Bay.  Most  of  the  base  drains 
toward  the  southern  tip  of  the  Interbay  Peninsula;  however,  the  easternmost  section  of  the  base 
drains  toward  Hillsborough  Bay. 

MacDill  AFB  has  three  National  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES)  permits  for 
the  storm  water  discharges  issued  by  Florida  Department  of  Environmental  Protection.  The  main 
base  permits  include  a  multi-sector  general  permit  for  industrial  operations  and  a  Municipal 
Separate  Storm  Sewer  Systems  (MS4)  general  permit  for  the  Base’s  municipal  operations.  The 
remaining  permit  is  for  storm  water  discharge  from  the  oil/water  separator  at  the  DFSP  tank  farm 
area  located  in  the  western  portion  of  the  base.  This  permit  is  maintained  and  the  responsibility 
of  the  DFSP  contractor  hired  by  the  Defense  Fogistics  Agency.  The  USEPA  issued  a  National 
Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES)  multi-sector  storm  water  general  permit  to 
MacDill  AFB  in  July  2003.  This  permit  authorizes  the  discharge  of  storm  water  associated  with 
industrial  activity.  In  accordance  with  40  CFR  112,  the  base  has  developed  a  Spill  Prevention 
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Control  and  Countermeasures  (SPCC)  Plan  and  a  Facility  Response  Plan  given  the  location  of  the 
base  adjacent  to  navigable  waters  and  shorelines,  as  well  as  the  amount  of  fuel  storage  capacity 
existing  on  site. 

3.5  FLOODPLAINS 

According  to  information  provided  by  the  Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency  (FEMA 
Maps  dated  1982-1991),  80  percent  of  the  base  is  within  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain.  The 
maps  indicate  that  all  the  residential,  industrial,  and  institutional  (medical  and  education)  land 
uses  on  the  base  are  within  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain,  along  with  most  of  the  commercial 
and  aviation  support  areas  (Figure  2-1).  The  majority  of  the  20  percent  of  land  that  is  above  the 
floodplain  is  designated  for  airfield  operations. 

The  extent  of  the  coastal  floodplain  is  an  important  consideration  for  MacDill  AFB  because  EO 
11988,  Floodplain  Management  Guidelines,  regulates  the  uses  of  these  areas.  The  objective  of 
this  presidential  order  is  to  avoid,  to  the  extent  possible,  the  long  and  short-term  adverse  impacts 
associated  with  occupancy  and  modification  of  floodplains.  To  comply  with  EO  11988,  before 
taking  any  action,  the  Air  Force  must  evaluate  the  impacts  of  specific  proposals  in  the  floodplain. 

The  proposed  renovations  and  additions  to  the  existing  AGE  facility  and  parking  lot  would  be 
located  within  of  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain  (Figure  2-1).  The  existing  AGE  Facility, 
proposed  for  renovation,  lies  at  an  elevation  of  less  than  10  feet  above  mean  sea  level  (MSL),  and 
is  within  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain. 

3.6  LAND  USE 

Land  use  at  MacDill  AFB  includes  airfield,  industrial,  commercial,  institutional  (educational  and 
medical),  residential,  recreational,  and  vacant  land.  The  site  for  the  Proposed  Action  is  currently 
designated  as  industrial  land. 

3.7  TRANSPORTATION 

MacDill  AFB  is  served  by  four  operating  gates  at  Dale  Mabry  Flighway,  Bayshore  Boulevard, 
MacDill  Avenue,  and  Manhattan  Avenue.  The  Dale  Mabry,  MacDill,  and  Bayshore  gates  are 
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used  for  government  and  personal  vehicles  (commuter  traffic).  The  Manhattan  gate  is  used  as  the 
large  vehicle  (contractor  trucks,  deliver  vehicles,  RVs)  entry  point.  Large  vehicles  are  inspected 
and  their  credentials  and  destination  are  confirmed  before  entering  the  base. 

The  transportation  system  on-base  consists  of  arterials,  collectors,  and  local  streets  that  connect 
with  the  off-base  network  through  the  four  gates.  On-base  arterial  facilities  include  North  and 
South  Boundary  Boulevards,  Bayshore  Boulevard,  Marina  Bay  Drive,  and  Tampa  Point 
Boulevard.  The  1998  traffic  study  determined  that  service  levels  for  traffic  on-base  are  generally 
acceptable. 

3.8  SAFETY  AND  OCCUPATIONAL  HEALTH 

The  MacDill  AFB  Asbestos  Management  Plan  identifies  procedures  for  management  and 
abatement  of  asbestos.  Prior  to  renovation  or  demolition  activities,  asbestos  sampling  is 
performed  and,  if  present,  the  asbestos  is  removed  in  accordance  with  applicable  Federal  and  state 
regulations. 

Numerous  limited-scope  asbestos  surveys  have  been  completed  at  the  existing  AGE  Facility 
(Building  552  and  its  addition).  These  files  are  maintained  on-base  at  6  CEV/CES,  Building  147, 
Room  304.  Typically,  these  surveys  were  completed  prior  to  small-scale  renovation  projects. 
Asbestos  fibers  were  identified  as  being  present  in  most  of  the  screening  reports  on  file,  with 
asbestos  containing  materials  (ACMs)  typically  including  roofing  materials,  floor  tiles,  insulation 
and  cement  panels. 

The  base  engineer  assumes  that  all  structures  constructed  prior  to  1978  possibly  contain  lead- 
based  paint  (LBP).  When  required,  LBP  abatement  is  accomplished  in  accordance  with 
applicable  Federal  and  State  regulations,  and  base  procedures,  prior  to  demolition  activities  to 
prevent  any  health  hazards. 

3.9  SOCIOECONOMICS 

The  Economic  Impact  Region  (EIR)  for  MacDill  AFB  is  the  geographic  area  within  a  50-mile 
radius  of  the  base  subject  to  significant  base-related  economic  impacts.  According  to  the  1998 
Economic  Resource  Impact  Statement  for  MacDill  AFB  the  total  economic  impact  of  MacDill 
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AFB  on  the  EIR  was  $3.5  billion  with  over  105,000  jobs  supported.  Purchase  of  local  labor, 
goods,  and  services  to  support  base  operations  provides  a  total  annual  economic  impact  of  $1.34 
billion.  Retiree  income  provides  a  total  economic  impact  of  $2.19  billion.  The  direct  impact  on 
local  income  produced  by  base  expenditures  is  $494  million. 

3.10  BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 

A  detailed  description  of  the  biological  resources  found  at  MacDill  AFB  is  provided  in  the 
Integrated  Natural  Resources  Management  Plan  (INRMP)  (USAF,  2001).  MacDill’s  INRMP 
has  been  approved  by  the  state  and  Federal  fish  and  wildlife  agencies. 

Land  use  on  MacDill  AFB  includes  urban,  light  industrial,  residential,  or  improved  vacant  land. 
The  few  undeveloped  areas  within  the  base  boundaries  have  all  experienced  some  degree  of 
disturbance,  such  as  ditching,  clearing,  or  the  encroachment  of  exotic  vegetation.  No  natural 
areas  (undeveloped  areas)  including  wetland  communities  would  be  altered  or  disturbed  as  part  of 
the  Proposed  Action  since  the  project  would  happen  entirely  within  an  industrial,  developed 
portion  of  MacDill  AFB. 

Wildlife  species  listed  by  federal  or  state  agencies  as  endangered,  threatened,  or  of  special 
concern  and  known  to  occur  permanently  or  periodically,  or  have  the  potential  to  occur  on  the 
base  are  shown  in  Table  3.9  in  the  Tables  section  in  the  back  of  the  text.  In  1996,  the 
Endangered  Species  Management  Plan  of  MacDill  AFB  and  the  Biological  Survey  of  MacDill 
AFB  identified  the  general  locations  of  protected  species  at  the  base.  The  report  does  not  identify 
any  protected  species  or  species  habitat  within  the  area  proposed  for  the  Proposed  Action  (USAF, 
1996). 

Consultation  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS)  has  been  completed  and  the 
agency  has  confirmed  MacDill’s  assessment  that  the  Proposed  Action  would  have  no  effect  on 
Threatened  or  Endangered  species  or  species  habitat.  The  USFWS  consultation  letter  is  provide 
in  Appendix  C. 
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3.11  CULTURAL  RESOURCES 

Cultural  resources  are  prehistoric  and  historic  sites.  These  resources  consist  of  districts, 
buildings,  structures,  and  objects  that  are  significant  in  American  history,  architecture, 
archaeology,  engineering,  and  culture.  Historic  properties  listed  in  or  eligible  for  listing  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP)  are  subject  to  protection  or  consideration  by  a 
federal  agency  in  accordance  with  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966, 
as  amended. 

Five  archaeological  sites  are  found  on  MacDill  AFB.  The  closest  archaeological  prehistoric  site 
is  the  Runway  site  (8Hi3332)  located  approximately  one  mile  northwest  of  the  Proposed  Action 
site,  near  the  Dale  Mabry  entry  gate. 

Construction  of  MacDill  AFB  began  in  November  1939,  and  the  base  was  dedicated  in  April 
1941.  Sites  and  structures  related  to  early  missions  remain  on  base  today.  Building  552  was 
constructed  in  1942  during  the  initial  build-up  of  the  base.  Building  552  is  greater  than  50  years 
old  and  has  been  identified  as  potentially  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  as 
part  of  the  MacDill  Field  historic  district.  Although  Building  552  has  been  significantly  modified 
since  its  original  construction  with  an  addition  in  1967  that  doubled  the  size  (length)  of  the 
facility,  the  facility  is  included  in  the  1994  Historic  American  Building  Survey  completed  in  1994 
at  MacDill  AFB. 

Consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  (SHPO)  has  been  completed  and  the 
outcome  from  the  consultation  process  is  presented  in  Appendix  C.  Consultation  letters  are 
included  as  part  of  Appendix  C. 

3.12  ENVIRONMENTAL  JUSTICE 

According  to  the  USEPA,  environmental  justice  is  the  fair  treatment  of  all  people  regardless  of 
race,  color,  national  origin,  or  income  with  respect  to  the  development,  implementation,  and 
enforcement  of  environmental  laws,  regulations,  and  policies.  Under  EO  12898,  no  group  of 
people,  including  a  racial,  ethnic,  or  a  socioeconomic  group,  should  bear  a  disproportionate  share 
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of  the  negative  environmental  consequences  resulting  from  industrial,  municipal,  and  commercial 
operations. 

There  are  no  minority  or  low-income  populations  in  the  area  of  the  Proposed  Action  or  the 
alternatives;  thus,  there  would  not  be  disproportionately  high  or  adverse  impacts  on  such 
populations.  Additionally,  no  adverse  environmental  impacts  would  occur  outside  MacDill  AFB. 
Therefore,  no  adverse  effects  on  minority  and  low-income  populations  would  occur  with 
implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action,  or  from  implementation  of  any  of  the  alternatives,  at 
MacDill  AFB. 


4.0  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

The  effects  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  on  the  affected  environment  are  discussed  in 
this  section. 

4.1  AIR  QUALITY 

4.1.1  Proposed  Action 

Air  quality  impacts  would  occur  during  the  proposed  interior  and  exterior  renovation, 
construction  of  the  addition  to  the  AGE  Facility,  and  demolition  of  the  existing  wash  rack; 
however,  these  air  quality  impacts  would  be  temporary. 

Fugitive  dust  (suspended  and  PMi0  particulate  matter)  and  construction  vehicle  exhaust  emissions 
would  be  generated  during  construction.  Dust  generated  by  equipment  and  construction  activities 
would  fall  rapidly  within  a  short  distance  from  the  source.  If  required,  areas  of  exposed  soil 
could  be  sprayed  with  water  daily  to  suppress  dust. 

The  anticipated  pollutant  emissions  for  the  Proposed  Action  have  been  calculated  given  the 
general  size  and  scope  of  the  project.  These  estimates  are  presented  in  Appendix  D  and  are 
compared  to  Flillsborough  County  Emissions  Inventory  totals  in  Table  4.1.1  below. 
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Table  4.1.1  Proposed  Action  Air  Emissions  at  MacDill  AFB 


Pollutant 

Proposed  Action 
Annual 

Emissions  (tpy)a 

Elillsborough 
County  Emissions 
Inventoryb (tpy) 

Net 

Change 

(%) 

De  minimis 
Values'1 

(tpy) 

Above/ 
Below  De 
minimis 

CO 

2.03 

19,272 

0.011 

100 

Below 

voc 

1.34 

27,703 

0.004 

100 

Below 

NOx 

2.22 

82,563 

0.003 

100 

Below 

sox 

0.11 

NA 

— 

100 

Below 

PM10C 

0.17 

NA 

— 

100 

Below 

Pb 

— 

53 

-- 

25 

-- 

Tncludes  sum  of  both  construction  of  the  addition  to  the  AGE  Facility  and  interior  and  exterior  renovation 
of  the  existing  AGE  Facility. 

bBased  on  stationary  permitted  emissions  presented  in  1997  Ozone  Emissions  Inventory,  EPC. 

LPMlO  estimated  as  50  percent  of  the  1990  tpy  reported  for  TSP 
dSource:  40  CFR  93.153,  November  30,  1993 
tpy  Tons  per  year 

The  Florida  Department  of  Environmental  Protection  raised  the  issue  of  the  potential  for 
degradation  of  indoor  air  quality  as  a  result  of  the  location  of  the  AGE  facility  on  top  of 
an  ERP  site,  namely  the  groundwater  plume  for  SWMU-61.  To  insure  that  indoor  air 
quality  is  not  degraded,  the  design  for  the  renovated  and  newly  constructed  portions  of 
the  AGE  facility  would  incorporate  sufficient  ventilation  to  allow  the  regular  exchange 
of  air  from  outside. 

4.1.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

This  alternative  involves  the  construction  of  a  new  AGE  Facility,  coupled  with  the  subsequent 
demolition  of  the  existing  AGE  Facility.  The  size  and  scope  of  work  that  would  be  completed 
under  this  alternative  is  similar  to  that  of  the  Proposed  Action;  therefore,  potential  for  affecting 
air  quality,  especially  earthwork  and  demolition,  would  be  similar  to  that  resulting  from 
implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action. 
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Table  4.1.2  New  Construction/Demolition  Alternative  Air  Emissions  at  MacDill  AFB 


Pollutant 

Proposed  Action 
Annual 

Emissions  (tpy)a 

Hillsborough 
County  Emissions 
Inventory  (tpy) 

Net 

Change 

(%) 

De  minimis 
Values'1 

(tpy) 

Above/ 
Below  De 
minimis 

CO 

2.23 

19,272 

0.13 

100 

Below 

voc 

1.42 

27,703 

0.04 

100 

Below 

NOx 

2.44 

82,563 

0.04 

100 

Below 

sox 

.12 

NA 

— 

100 

Below 

PM10C 

.18 

NA 

— 

100 

Below 

Pb 

53 

- 

25 

- 

“Includes  sum  of  both  construction  of  the  addition  to  the  AGE  Facility  and  interior  and  exterior  renovation 
of  the  existing  AGE  Facility. 

bBased  on  stationary  permitted  emissions  presented  in  1997  Ozone  Emissions  Inventory,  EPC. 
cPMlO  estimated  as  50  percent  of  the  1990  tpy  reported  for  TSP 
dSource:  40  CFR  93.153,  November  30,  1993 
tpy  Tons  per  year 
%  Percent 


4.1.3  No  Action  Alternative 

Because  the  status  quo  would  be  maintained,  there  would  be  no  impacts  to  air  quality  under  the 
No  Action  Alternative. 


4.1.4  Cumulative  Air  Quality  Impacts 

Other  projects  are  proposed  for  construction  on  MacDill  AFB  during  the  18-month  period  needed 
to  complete  renovations  to  the  existing  AGE  Facility.  None  of  these  projects  are  immediately 
adjacent  to  the  proposed  project  site;  however,  they  have  been  included  in  the  cumulative 
emissions  analysis  since  they  are  located  on  MacDill  AFB.  Table  4A  summarizes  the  air 
emissions  for  each  of  these  projects.  As  Table  4A  demonstrates,  the  cumulative  annual  emission 
estimates  fall  below  the  de  minimus  level  of  100  tons  per  year  for  all  five  pollutants  evaluated. 
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4.2  NOISE 

4.2.1  Proposed  Action 

The  closest  noise  sensitive  receptors  in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed  construction  site  include  the 
occupants  of  6  CONS  and  Air  Force  Audit  Agency  (Building  521),  SOCOM  (Buildings  6  &  522), 
CENTCOM  (Building  183)  and  Services  (Building  523).  For  the  renovation  and  addition  to 
Building  552  the  nearest  potential  receptors  are  the  occupants  of  Buildings  521-523,  located 
approximately  200  feet  to  the  south/southeast  and  the  occupants  of  Buildings  6  &  183 
approximately  200  feet  to  the  west.  South  Boundary  Blvd.  is  located  approximately  100’  to  the 
east  with  the  flight-line  apron  located  directly  north  of  the  proposed  construction  site. 

The  adjacent  receptors  could  experience  noise  impacts  from  construction  and/or  construction- 
related  vehicles.  The  magnitude  of  these  impacts  would  be  directly  related  to  the  proximity  of  the 
occupied  facility  to  the  construction  or  demolition  site.  In  addition,  the  impacts  vary  according  to 
the  activity  occurring  on  any  particular  day,  and  impacts  would  cease  when  construction  is 
completed.  Based  on  a  cumulative  average  construction  noise  level  of  approximately  85  dB  at  50 
feet  from  the  center  of  the  project  site  (depending  upon  the  current  stage  of  the  project), 
occupants  of  these  nearby  buildings  would  be  not  be  impacted  by  construction  noise  at  the  AGE 
facility. 

4.2.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

This  alternative  involves  the  construction  of  a  new  AGE  Facility,  coupled  with  the  demolition  of 
the  existing  facility.  As  with  the  Proposed  Action,  noise  sensitive  receptors  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
proposed  AGE  Facility  construction  include  the  occupants  of  6  CONS  and  Air  Force  Audit 
Agency  (Building  521),  SOCOM  (Building  522  &  6),  CENTCOM  (Building  183)  and  Services 
(Building  523).  For  the  renovation  and  addition  to  Building  552  the  nearest  potential  receptors 
are  the  occupants  of  Buildings  521-523,  located  approximately  200  feet  to  the  south/southeast, 
and  the  occupants  of  Buildings  6  &  183  approximately  200  feet  to  the  west.  South  Boundary 
Blvd.  is  located  approximately  100’  to  the  east  with  the  flight  line  apron  located  directly  north  of 
the  proposed  construction  site. 
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Under  this  alternative,  the  potential  for  noise  impacts  would  be  no  greater  than  the  Proposed 
Action  and  would  not  impact  the  occupants  of  adjacent  administrative  buildings. 

4.2.3  No  Action  Alternative 

Under  the  No  Action  Alternative  only  insignificant,  relatively  minor  short-term  noise  impacts 
would  occur,  from  the  minor  construction  activities  associated  with  code  and  policy 
improvements  that  would  be  completed  at  Building  552. 

4.3  WASTES,  HAZARDOUS  MATERIAL,  AND  STORED  FUEL 

The  following  section  describes  sanitary  wastewater  treatment,  solid  waste  collection  and 
disposal,  hazardous  material  and  waste  management,  and  stored  fuels  management. 

4.3.1  Proposed  Action 

An  increase  in  the  generation  of  solid  waste  would  occur  during  and  subsequent  to  construction 
activities  for  the  Proposed  Action.  The  base  has  sufficient  resources  to  manage  the  temporary 
increase  in  solid  waste  and  the  local  landfills  have  sufficient  capacity  to  accept  the  additional 
solid  waste. 

The  relocation  of  the  existing  restroom  facilities  within  the  AGE  facility  is  included  as  part  of  the 
Proposed  Action.  Implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  is  not  anticipated  to  result  in  a 
significant  change  in  the  total  volume  of  waste  water  to  the  base  sanitary  sewer  system,  as  the 
number  of  AGE  personnel  would  remain  unchanged.  Renovation  of  the  AGE  Facility  does  not 
include  elevating  the  facility  above  the  100-year  flood  level,  consequently  the  restrooms  would 
still  be  subject  to  flooding.  The  project  includes  installation  of  backflow  prevention  devices  on 
the  sanitary  sewer  and  potable  water  lines,  which  according  to  Hillsborough  County  building 
codes  effectively  ‘flood  proofs’  the  sanitary  sewer  and  water  lines.  Representatives  from  the 
MacDill  Civil  Engineering  Squadron  and  the  flood  regulation  department  of  Hillsborough 
County,  Florida  confirmed  installation  of  backflow  devices  on  domestic  water  and  sanitary 
drainage  systems  meet  the  requirements  for  floodproofing  the  facility,  and  further  that  lift  station 
pumps  are  a  sufficient  means  for  preventing  backflow  in  the  sanitary  sewage  system.  The  base 
wastewater  collection  system  is  gravity  fed  but  due  to  lack  of  elevation  across  the  base  can  not 
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operate  on  gravity  alone.  Every  wastewater  collection  line  has  at  least  one,  and  often  several,  lift 
stations  along  the  line  to  raise  the  water  to  a  sufficient  height  to  allow  it  to  continue  to  gravity 
drain  toward  the  base  WWTP.  Since  every  wastewater  collection  line  has  at  least  one  lift  station, 
all  of  the  sanitary  sewer  lines  have,  in  essence,  at  least  one  check  valve  to  stop  the  inflow  of 
floodwater  to  the  WWTP. 

The  Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency  (FEMA)  guidelines  published  in  Title  44  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Chapter  1,  Subchapter  B,  Part  60,  requires  all  new  construction  of  non- 
residential  structures  in  the  floodplain  sited  below  the  flood  elevation  be  designed  to 
automatically  equalize  hydrostatic  flood  forces  on  exterior  walls  by  allowing  for  the  entry  and 
exit  of  floodwaters.  Additional  requirements  require  any  sanitary  facilities  in  non-residential 
structures  to  be  located  above  the  flood  elevation  or  to  be  floodproofed.  Both  the  proposed 
renovation  and  new  construction  portions  of  the  AGE  Facility  design  include  sufficiently  sized 
openings  to  allow  the  equalization  of  hydrostatic  pressure  on  exterior  walls  should  a  flood  event 
occur. 

Hazardous  wastes/materials,  such  as  paint,  adhesives,  and  solvents,  may  be  on  site  during  the 
construction  work  for  the  Proposed  Action.  All  construction  related  hazardous  wastes/materials, 
including  petroleum  products,  would  be  removed  and  disposed  of  according  to  base  procedures, 
as  well  as  applicable  State  and  Federal  regulations.  In  general,  paints,  solvents,  and  oil  waste 
volume  would  remain  the  same  since  the  proposed  AGE  Facility  would  be  storing  the  same 
equipment  currently  being  stored  in  Building  552.  However,  a  short-term  increase  in  waste  may 
occur  due  to  disposal  of  stored  or  unusable  materials  associated  with  the  existing  AGE  Facility 
that  might  be  discarded  before  implementing  the  proposed  action.  No  impacts  from  hazardous 
materials  or  waste  are  anticipated  from  completion  of  the  project. 

Hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  wastes,  such  as  anti-freeze,  oil,  grease,  used  oil,  used  JP-8, 
and  oily  rags,  are  part  of  operations  at  the  AGE  facility.  Currently,  these  materials/wastes  are 
stored  in  a  few  locations  throughout  the  facility,  although  most  are  staged  at  the  initial 
accumulation  point  for  the  facility.  The  design  for  the  renovated  AGE  facility  includes 
construction  of  a  floodproof  storage  area  where  hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  wastes  can  be 
stored.  The  floodproof  storage  area  would  be  created  by  constructing  four  foot  tall  concrete  block 
walls  to  enclose  a  roughly  400  square  feet  area  of  the  maintenance  floor  in  the  AGE  facility.  The 
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top  of  the  concrete  block  wall  would  have  a  minimum  elevation  of  11.5  feet  amsl;  therefore 
above  the  100-year  flood  elevation.  Two  of  the  walls  would  have  removable  ‘wall  panels’  that 
are  sufficiently  strong  and  sealed  to  keep  out  floodwater,  but  can  be  removed  to  create  large 
access  points  during  normal  operation  of  the  facility.  If  the  AGE  facility  is  threatened  by 
flooding,  the  panels  would  be  slipped  into  the  sealed,  slotted  channels  of  the  walled-in  storage 
area  to  floodproof  the  hazardous  material/hazardous  waste  storage  area.  Creation  of  the 
floodproofed  hazardous  materials/hazardous  waste  storage  area  would  reduce  the  potential  for 
these  substances  to  impact  the  floodplain  and  represent  a  minor  benefit  to  the  floodplain  since 
these  materials/wastes  are  currently  not  stored  on  a  floodproof  area  or  above  the  100-year  flood 
level. 

All  of  the  hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  wastes  that  are  normally  stored  within  the  AGE 
facility  would  be  maintained  within  the  proposed  interior,  floodproof  storage  area.  There  are; 
however,  hazardous  materials/wastes  storage  units  outside  the  AGE  facility  that  would  not  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  interior  and  exterior  renovations  of  the  building.  These  storage  units 
include  the  two  240-gallon  double-walled  “Lube  Cubes”  used  to  store  used  oil  and  used  JP-8  and 
the  six  400-gallon  mobile  fuel  bowsers  used  to  move  JP-8.  The  Lube  Cubes  are  self  contained, 
sealed,  double-walled  storage  tanks.  These  tanks  must  be  kept  outside  the  AGE  building  for 
safety  reasons.  The  fuel  bowsers  are  single-walled,  trailer-mounted  tanks  that  are  staged  on  the 
flight  apron  for  daily  use.  There  would  be  no  change  in  the  use  or  storage  of  the  Lube  Cubes  or 
fuel  bowsers  under  the  Proposed  Action;  consequently,  there  would  be  no  increased  risk  of 
damage  to  floodplain  values. 

Building  552  is  located  on  a  closed  Environmental  Restoration  Program  (ERP)  site  (Solid  Waste 
Management  Unit  {SWMU}  29)  and  adjacent  to  an  active  ERP  site  (Site  38).  Site  summary 
reports  for  each  site  are  provided  in  Appendix  E.  In  addition,  Building  552  falls  within  the 
groundwater  plume  of  chlorinated  solvents  for  SWMU  61.  The  project  is  primarily  internal  and 
external  renovation;  however,  reconfiguration  of  the  parking  lot  as  well  as  construction  of  a  high 
bay  maintenance  area  would  involve  disturbance  of  surface  soils.  SWMU  29  has  been  closed  by 
the  Florida  Department  of  Environmental  Protection  (FDEP)  with  no  further  action  required.  Site 
38  lies  approximately  100  feet  south  of  the  proposed  construction  area.  The  site  is  a  former  fuel 
storage  area  that  contained  eight  25,000-gallon  underground  storage  tanks  (USTs).  Constituents 
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of  concern  have  been  identified  in  the  soil  and  groundwater  at  Site  38.  The  principle  constituents 
of  concern  are  petroleum  hydrocarbons  including  benzene,  ethylbenzene,  toluene,  and  xylenes. 
The  site  has  been  fully  investigated  and  remedial  actions  are  currently  on-going  at  the  site.  The 
site’s  relative  risk  rating  is  ‘no  risk’. 

SWMU  6 1  is  a  chlorinated  solvent  plume  that  extends  from  the  maintenance  areas  on  the  north 
ramp  east  toward  Hillsborough  Bay.  Information  on  SWMU  61  and  a  site  map  are  attached. 
Chlorinated  volatile  organic  compounds  (VOCs),  arsenic  and  petroleum  hydrocarbons  have  been 
detected  in  the  shallow  surficial  aquifer  (groundwater).  No  contaminants  have  been  identified  in 
the  soil,  sediment,  and  surface  water  on  this  site.  The  source  of  the  VOCs,  primarily 
trichloroethene  (TCE)  and  degradation  products,  1,2-DCE  and  vinyl  chloride,  has  not  yet  been 
determined.  The  RCRA  facility  investigation  was  finalized  in  1999.  As  an  interim  measure  the 
site  is  currently  being  monitored  under  a  Monitoring  to  Natural  Attenuation  plan  while 
groundwater  modeling  is  completed  for  the  Corrective  Measures  Study. 

None  of  the  constituents  of  concern  at  these  ERP  sites  represent  an  immediate  threat  to  life  and 
health.  Given  current  site  conditions,  particularly  the  water  table  elevation,  there  is  a  very  limited 
potential  for  proposed  construction  activity  to  encounter  contaminated  media.  Since  excavation 
activities  would  go  no  deeper  than  two  feet  below  land  surface  it  is  unlikely  that  groundwater 
would  be  encountered  during  construction.  If  a  significant  water  table  rise  does  occur  prior  to 
implementation  of  the  proposed  action,  and  it  is  determined  that  construction  activity  would 
encounter  groundwater,  precautions  would  be  taken  to  insure  the  protection  of  construction 
workers  on  the  site  and  the  proper  disposal  of  any  hazardous  waste  generated  during  construction 
activities.  These  precautions  include  preparation  of  a  site  specific  health  and  safety  plan  by  the 
construction  contractor  which  meets  the  requirements  of  29  CFR  1910.120(b)(4)  and  must  be 
approved  by  6  CES/CEVR  and  the  base  bioenvironmental  engineering  office.  If  dewatering  is 
required  for  construction,  the  water  would  be  contained  on-site  in  large  frac  tanks.  Containerized 
water  would  be  sampled  for  site  constituents  of  concern  to  determine  the  level  of  contamination 
in  the  water.  The  sampling  results  would  be  used  to  determine  the  proper  method  of  disposal 
which  could  range  from  discharge  to  the  sanitary  sewer  if  water  is  clean  to  off-site  disposal  at  a 
treatment  facility  if  water  is  highly  contaminated. 
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Construction  activities  are  not  proposed  to  occur  on  Site  38  where  soil  contamination  has  been 
identified.  Consequently,  the  potential  for  contacting  contaminated  media  during  the  proposed 
construction  activities  is  considered  minimal.  If  contaminated  media  are  encountered  during 
construction  work  for  the  project  construction  activities  would  halt  until  the  MacDill  ERP 
manager  is  contacted.  The  MacDill  ERP  manager  would  insure  that  the  material  is  managed  in 
accordance  with  ERP  guidelines.  In  accordance  with  Florida  Administrative  Code  62-770(2)4 
“excavated  contaminated  soil  (including  excessively  contaminated  soil)  may  be  returned  to  the 
original  excavation  when  petroleum  storage  tank  systems  have  been  removed  or  replaced,  or  if 
contaminated  soil  was  encountered  during  construction  activities”.  Based  on  these  conditions,  the 
completion  of  construction  activities  within  and  adjacent  to  listed  ERP  sites  should  not  represent 
a  significant  impact  on  the  management  and  disposal  of  hazardous  waste  or  the  health  and  safety 
of  construction  workers. 

4.3.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

An  increase  in  the  generation  of  solid  waste  would  occur  during  and  subsequent  to  demolition 
and  construction  activities  for  the  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement 
Alternative.  The  base  has  sufficient  resources  to  manage  the  temporary  increase  in  solid  waste 
and  the  local  landfills  have  sufficient  capacity  to  accept  the  additional  solid  waste. 

This  alternative  involves  the  construction  of  a  concrete  foundation,  elevated  in  accordance  with 
FEMA  to  1 1.5  feet  above  mean  sea  level  with  concrete  masonry  unit  walls,  a  standing  seam  metal 
roof  system,  stucco  exterior,  fire  detection/suppression  systems,  HVAC,  emergency  power, 
associated  site  utilities,  parking,  perimeter  security,  grading  and  landscaping.  Implementation  of 
the  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative  would  result  in  a 
moderate  increase  in  the  volume  of  waste  water  to  the  base  sanitary  sewer  system;  however,  the 
system  has  sufficient  capacity  to  handle  the  increase. 

4.3.3  No  Action  Alternative 

Under  the  No  Action  Alternative,  no  impacts  to  wastes,  hazardous  materials,  or  stored  fuel  would 
occur  since  construction  or  changes  to  the  AGE  Facility  would  not  be  implemented.  The  code 
and  policy  changes  to  the  building  are  considered  to  be  inconsequential. 
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4.4  WATER  RESOURCES 

4.4.1  Proposed  Action 

Some  soil  erosion  would  occur  during  construction  and  demolition  activities;  however, 
implementation  of  a  sediment  and  erosion  control  plan,  including  use  of  best  management 
practices  (BMPs)  such  as  silt  fencing  and  hay  bales,  would  dramatically  reduce  erosion  and  avoid 
potential  storm  water  violations. 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  there  are  no  direct  or  indirect  discharges  to  groundwater.  Neither 
completion  of  high  bay  maintenance  addition  to  the  existing  AGE  Facility  nor  reconfiguration  of 
the  existing  parking  area  is  expected  to  result  in  an  increase  in  storm  water  runoff. 
Implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  would  require  the  construction  of  internally-drained 
retention  areas'.  The  storm  water  retention  areas  would  collect  surface  water  runoff  from  the 
parking  lot  and  allow  it  to  infiltrate  into  the  ground,  recharging  the  groundwater  in  the  surficial 
aquifer. 

Portions  of  the  existing  parking  lot,  which  do  not  meet  the  current  force  protection  standards  due 
to  the  proximity  to  the  building,  would  be  removed  and  the  remaining  portion  of  the  parking  lot 
would  be  expanded.  Reconfiguration  of  the  parking  lot  would  not  result  in  an  increase  in 
impervious  surface.  Once  reconfigured  the  entire  parking  area  would  be  repaved  to  create  a 
uniform  appearance.  The  new  parking  area  would  include  new  curbs  and  gutters  to  insure  proper 
management  of  storm  water.  Construction  of  any  new  parking  areas  or  proposed  roadways  would 
be  off-set  by  the  demolition  of  the  existing  entry  road  and  portions  of  the  old  parking  lot.  In 
addition,  the  reconfigured  parking  lot  would  include  appropriately  sized  storm  water 
treatment/attenuation  areas.  The  storm  water  retention  areas  would  collect  surface  water  runoff 
from  the  parking  lot  and  allow  it  to  infiltrate  into  the  ground,  recharging  the  groundwater  in  the 
surficial  aquifer.  No  increase  in  potable  water  usage  is  expected  since  the  existing  staff  and 
equipment  will  occupy  the  renovated  AGE  Facility. 
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4.4.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

Some  soil  erosion  would  occur  during  construction  and  demolition  activities;  however, 
implementation  of  a  sediment  and  erosion  control  plan  including  use  of  BMPs  such  as  silt  fencing 
and  hay  bales,  would  dramatically  reduce  erosion  and  avoid  potential  storm  water  violations. 

This  alternative  would  involve  demolition  activities,  including  the  demolition  of  the  existing 
AGE  Facility,  entry  road  and  a  portion  of  the  parking  lot  along  with  the  removal  of  the  outdated 
wash  rack  and  associated  equipment.  Storm  water  in  this  area  is  externally  drained;  storm  water 
from  impervious  surfaces  is  directed  to  drains  and  ditches  that  connect  directly  to  the  nearby 
Hillsborough  Bay.  Upon  completion  of  the  demolition  activities,  the  area  and  land  use 
designations  would  not  change  since  the  new  AGE  Facility  would  be  constructed  in  the  same 
location  of  the  existing  AGE  Facility.  No  increase  in  impervious  surface  is  anticipated  due  to 
reconfiguration  of  the  parking  area.  This  alternative  includes  the  construction  of  a  storm  water 
retention  pond  to  provide  limited  treatment  of  storm  water  before  it  infiltrates  into  the  ground. 
Therefore,  a  short-term,  negative  impact  to  surface  waters  would  exist  during  demolition  and 
construction  activities.  However;  a  long-term,  positive  impact  to  surface  waters  would  result 
with  the  construction  of  a  designed  storm  water  retention  area. 

Under  this  alternative  there  are  no  direct  or  indirect  discharges  to  groundwater.  Construction  of 
any  new  parking  areas  or  proposed  roadway  would  be  off-set  by  the  demolition  of  the  existing 
entry  road  and  portions  of  the  old  parking  lot.  In  addition,  the  parking  lot  would  include 
appropriately  sized  storm  water  treatment/attenuation  areas.  The  storm  water  retention  areas 
would  collect  surface  water  runoff  from  the  parking  lot  and  allow  it  to  infiltrate  into  the  ground, 
recharging  the  groundwater  in  the  surficial  aquifer. 

Implementation  of  this  alternative  would  not  involve  an  increase  in  the  number  of  6th  AGE 
personnel.  As  a  result,  no  increases  in  potable  water  usage  would  occur.  Any  potential  increases 
are  considered  minor  in  the  context  of  the  daily  consumption  of  the  entire  Base. 

4.4.3  No  Action  Alternative 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  construct  or  modify  any  of  the  drainage  structures  around 
the  existing  AGE  Facility;  therefore,  would  not  result  in  significant  impacts  to  water  resources. 
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4.5  FLOODPLAINS 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  EO  11988,  the  Air  Force  must  demonstrate  that  there  is 
no  practicable  alternative  to  carrying  out  the  Proposed  Action  within  the  coastal  floodplain.  The 
existing  AGE  Facility  is  within  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain.  As  a  result,  implementation  of 
the  Proposed  Action,  and  the  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement 
Alternative  would  involve  construction  and/or  demolition  and  renovation  activities  within  the 
100-year  coastal  floodplain.  Consequently,  impacts  to  the  floodplain  must  be  addressed. 

4.5.1  Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  location  of  the  AGE  Facility  and  associated  parking  areas  are  located  to  the  south 
(inside)  of  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain  line  that  crosses  the  base  (Figure  2-1).  Neither  the 
existing  AGE  building  (B552)  nor  the  surrounding  parking  lot  is  elevated  above  the  100-year 
flood  level  and  as  a  result  these  areas  are  currently  subject  to  flooding.  It  is  logistically 
impracticable  to  relocate  the  existing  AGE  Facility  outside  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain  since 
the  AGE  operation  must  be  located  in  close  proximity  to  the  flight  apron  to  support  aircraft 
operations.  Raising  the  existing  facility  above  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain  was  financially 
impracticable  since  doing  so  would  require  construction  of  a  new  AGE  Facility  at  nearly  double 
the  cost  of  renovation.  The  majority  of  the  AGE  Facility  is  open,  unfinished,  warehouse-type 
space  used  for  equipment  maintenance  activities.  This  would  not  change  upon  completion  of  the 
Proposed  Action;  therefore,  most  of  the  AGE  Facility  would  not  be  damaged  during  a  flood 
event.  The  AGE  Facility  also  has  several  large  bay  doors  of  sufficient  size  to  allow  flood  water 
to  equalize  and  reduce  hydrostatic  pressure  caused  by  flooding.  The  equipment,  supplies  and 
tools  utilized  at  the  AGE  Facility  are  currently  subject  to  flooding  since  the  floor  elevation  of 
Building  552  is  approximately  7.5  ft  MSL;  consequently,  implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action 
would  not  increase  the  risk  of  loss  of  government  assets.  Likewise,  the  personnel  that  currently 
operate  the  AGE  Facility  would  not  change  with  the  Proposed  Action  so  there  would  be  no 
increase  in  risk  to  human  safety,  health,  or  welfare  since  the  maintenance  personnel  operating  the 
AGE  Facility  are  currently  working  in  a  flood  prone  environment.  Reconfiguration  of  the 
parking  lot  would  not  impact  floodplain  values. 
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4.5.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

The  proposed  location  of  the  AGE  Facility  and  associated  parking  areas  are  located  to  the  south 
(inside)  of  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain  line  that  crosses  the  base.  Neither  the  existing  AGE 
building  (B552)  nor  the  surrounding  parking  lot  is  elevated  above  the  100-year  flood  level  and  as 
a  result  these  areas  are  currently  subject  to  flooding.  It  is  logistically  impracticable  to  relocate  the 
existing  AGE  Facility  outside  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain  since  the  AGE  operation  must  be 
located  in  close  proximity  to  the  flight  apron  to  support  aircraft  operations.  Following 
demolition,  the  area  designation  would  remain  unchanged  since  the  new  AGE  Facility  would  be 
constructed  at  the  same  location  of  the  existing  AGE  Facility. 

Implementation  of  this  alternative  would  generally  have  a  positive  impact  with  regard  to  flood 
loss,  human  safety,  health,  and  welfare,  as  required  by  Executive  Order  11988,  by  elevating  the 
facility  and  its  occupants  and  equipment  above  the  100-year  coastal  floodplain. 

4.5.3  No  Action  Alternative 

The  No  Action  Alternative  would  continue  operation  of  the  existing  AGE  Facility.  This 
alternative  would  not  alter  the  potential  for  loss  or  damage  resulting  from  floods  or  increase  the 
impacts  of  floods  on  human  safety,  health  and  welfare.  Consequently,  this  alternative  would  have 
no  impact  on  floodplain  values. 

4.6  LAND  USE 

4.6.1  Proposed  Action 

The  Proposed  Action  would  involve  interior  and  exterior  renovations  and  the  construction  of  a 
small  addition  to  the  existing  AGE  Facility  resulting  in  no  change  in  land  use.  The  proposed 
work  is  not  expected  to  increase  the  impervious  surface  in  the  coastal  floodplain.  Most  of  the 
project  would  be  completed  in  areas  that  are  already  paved  and  reconfiguration  of  the  existing 
parking  lot  would  not  result  in  an  increase  in  impervious  surface.  Consequently,  no  net  impacts 
to  land  use  would  result  from  the  Proposed  Action. 
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Coordination  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has  been  completed  to  insure  compliance 
with  the  Endangered  Species  Act.  Agency  correspondence  letters  are  included  in  Appendix  C. 

4.6.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

The  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative  would  involve 
demolishing  the  existing  AGE  Facility  and  reconstructing  a  new  AGE  Facility  above  the  100-yr 
coastal  floodplain.  This  alternative  would  also  involve  construction  of  a  new  high  bay 
maintenance  area  at  the  northwest  end  of  the  building.  Most  of  the  project  would  be  completed  in 
areas  that  are  already  paved  and  reconfiguration  of  the  existing  parking  lot  would  not  result  in  an 
increase  in  impervious.  Following  demolition  and  construction  activities,  the  area  designation 
would  remain  unchanged  since  the  new  AGE  Facility  would  be  constructed  at  the  same  location 
of  the  existing  AGE  Facility.  Consequently,  no  net  impacts  to  land  use  would  result  from  the 
Proposed  Action. 

4.6.3  No  Action  Alternative 

Under  the  No  Action  Alternative,  no  impacts  to  land  use  would  be  incurred. 

4.7  TRANSPORTATION 
4.7.1  Proposed  Action 

An  increase  in  traffic  in  the  northeast  portion  of  the  base  would  result  during  implementation  of 
the  Proposed  Action,  due  to  the  increase  in  construction-related  activities.  These  negative 
impacts  are  considered  to  be  minor  and  short-term. 

Upon  completion,  the  Proposed  Action  would  result  in  a  similar  number  of  vehicles  entering  the 
base,  since  the  same  number  of  AGE  personnel  will  occupy  the  renovated  facility.  A  new  entry 
way  extending  out  from  the  building  would  be  constructed  at  the  western  end  of  the  building  to 
create  a  defined  entry  point  for  the  facility.  Current  access  to  the  parking  area  is  off  a  poorly 
designed  intersection  which  has  resulted  in  several  vehicular  accidents.  As  a  result, 
implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  would  provide  a  long-term,  positive  impact  on  base 
transportation. 
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4.7.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

An  increase  in  traffic  in  the  north-central  portion  of  the  base  would  result  from  implementation  of 
the  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility /Construct  Replacement  Alternative,  due  to  the  increase 
in  construction  and  demolition-related  activities.  These  negative  impacts  are  considered  to  be 
minor  and  short-term. 

Implementation  of  this  alternative  would  result  in  a  similar  number  of  vehicles  entering  the  base, 
since  the  same  number  of  AGE  personnel  will  occupy  the  renovated  facility.  Access  to  the 
current  parking  area  is  off  a  poorly  designed  intersection  which  has  resulted  in  several  vehicular 
accidents.  The  existing  parking  lot  would  be  reconfigured  similar  to  what  is  proposed  in  the 
Proposed  Action.  Reconfiguration  of  the  parking  lot  would  move  the  entry  road  away  from  the 
poorly  designed  intersection  reducing  the  potential  for  accidents  and  improving  traffic  flow  in  the 
base.  This  would  result  in  a  minor  but  long-term  positive  impact  on  transportation  at  MacDill. 

4.7.3  No  Action  Alternative 

Under  the  No  Action  Alternative  no  significant  impacts  to  transportation  would  be  incurred. 

4.8  SAFETY  AND  OCCUPATIONAL  HEALTH 
4.8.1  Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  construction  activities  for  the  project  would  pose  safety  hazards  to  the  workers 
similar  to  those  associated  with  typical  industrial  construction  projects,  such  as  falls,  slips,  heat 
stress,  and  machinery  injuries.  Construction  would  not  involve  any  unique  hazards  and  all 
construction  methods  would  comply  with  Occupational  Safety  and  Elealth  Administration 
(OSEIA)  requirements  to  ensure  the  protection  of  workers  and  the  general  public  during 
construction.  /  Diligent,  but  not  controlling,  governmental  oversight  of  contractor  activities  would 
help  assure  OSEIA  compliance. 

The  demolition  portion  of  the  project  is  anticipated  to  encounter  ACM  since  these  materials  have 
been  identified  during  completion  of  limited  surveys  for  building  552.  In  addition,  the  demolition 
may  encounter  LBP.  Prior  to  initiating  demolition  activities,  the  demolition  contractor  shall  hire 
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a  qualified  independent  environmental  consulting  firm  to  perform  a  comprehensive  asbestos  and 
LBP  survey  for  the  existing  facility.  Once  the  surveys  have  been  completed  and  the  hazardous 
materials  identified,  the  demolition  contractor  shall  hire  a  qualified  environmental  abatement 
subcontractor  to  remove  and  dispose  of  the  ACM  and  LBP.  The  same  environmental  firm  shall 
perform  environmental  monitoring  during  the  abatement  work  in  accordance  with  Air  Force, 
USEPA,  and  other  applicable  environmental  regulations.  All  waste  disposal  manifests  shall  be 
turned  over  to  the  government  upon  completion  of  the  demolition  work. 

The  Proposed  Action  would  involve  mainly  renovation  and  construction  activities  with  some 
demolition  activities  to  Building  552  which  is  located  on  a  closed  Environmental  Restoration 
Program  (ERP)  site  (Solid  Waste  Management  Unit  {SWMU}  29)  and  adjacent  to  an  active  ERP 
site  (Site  38).  Site  summary  reports  for  each  site  are  provided  in  Attachment  2.  In  addition, 
Building  552  falls  within  the  groundwater  plume  of  chlorinated  solvents  for  SWMU  61.  The 
project  is  primarily  internal  and  external  renovation;  however,  reconfiguration  of  the  parking  lot 
as  well  as  construction  of  the  high  bay  maintenance  area  would  involve  disturbance  of  surface 
soils.  Appropriate  measures  have  been  included  in  the  project  to  reduce  the  potential  for  contact 
with  contaminated  media  and  to  protect  workers  from  exposure.  None  of  the  constituents  of 
concern  at  the  site  represent  an  immediate  threat  to  life  and  health.  Consequently,  no  impacts  to 
safety  and  occupational  health  would  be  incurred  with  implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action. 

4.8.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

This  Alternative  would  pose  safety  hazards  to  the  workers  similar  to  those  associated  with  the 
Proposed  Action.  Implementation  of  this  alternative  would  not  involve  any  unique  hazards  and 
all  construction  methods  would  comply  with  OSHA  requirements  to  ensure  the  protection  of 
workers  and  the  general  public  during  construction.  Significantly  more  soil  disturbance  would  be 
involved  with  this  alternative  but,  as  discussed  for  the  Proposed  Action,  disturbance  of  surface 
soils  does  not  constitute  a  major  impact  given  the  disposition  of  the  ERP  sites  involved. 

Surveying,  sampling,  and  abatement  of  any  ACM  and/or  LBP  would  be  addressed  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  Proposed  Action. 
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4.8.3  No  Action  Alternative 

No  impacts  on  safety  and  occupational  health  would  be  incurred  under  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

4.9  SOCIOECONOMICS 

4.9.1  Proposed  Action 

The  Proposed  Action  would  cost  approximately  $3.0  million  to  complete,  based  on  2004  cost 
estimates.  This  action  would  result  in  an  approximately  0.6  percent  increase  in  the  nearly  $494 
million  in  annual  expenditures  MacDill  AFB  provides  to  the  local  economy,  constituting  a  major 
short-term  beneficial  impact. 

4.9.2  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative 

The  Demolish  the  Existing  AGE  Facility/Construct  Replacement  Alternative  would  cost 
approximately  $5.7  million  to  complete,  based  on  2003  cost  estimates.  This  action  would  result 
in  an  approximately  1.1  percent  increase  in  the  nearly  $494  million  in  annual  expenditures 
MacDill  AFB  provides  to  the  local  economy,  constituting  a  minor  short-term  beneficial  impact. 


4.9.3  No  Action  Alternative 

Under  the  No  Action  Alternative,  normal  maintenance  and  repair  work  would  be  completed  the 
keep  the  facility  is  working  condition,  but  no  significant  funding  would  spent  to  upgrade  the 
facility;  consequently,  the  No  Action  alternative  would  have  no  impact  on  socioeconomics. 

4.10  CULTURAL  RESOURCES 
4.10.1  Proposed  Action 

Implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  would  significantly  modify  the  exterior  appearance  of  the 
AGE  facility.  Modification  of  the  exterior  would  represent  an  impact  to  cultural  resources  on 
MacDill  AFB  since  it  would  alter  the  original  roofline  and  appearance  of  the  facility. 
Consultation  with  the  SHPO  has  been  completed  and  the  agency  has  determined  that  the 
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Proposed  Action  would  have  an  adverse  impact  on  MacDill’ s  cultural  resources  which  must  be 
mitigated.  The  base  has  proposed  to  use  the  1994  HABS  documentation  of  the  AGE  Facility  to 
mitigate  the  adverse  impact.  The  SHPO  has  concurred  that  the  HABS  documentation  would 
sufficiently  mitigate  the  adverse  impact.  Since  the  action  is  considered  an  adverse  impact  to 
cultural  resources,  MacDill  AFB  has  initiated  a  Memorandum  and  Agreement  (MOA)  with  the 
SHPO  to  document  the  SHPO’s  adverse  impact  finding  and  approval  to  use  HABS 
documentation  to  mitigate  the  adverse  impact.  The  MOA  was  signed  by  MacDill  AFB  on  17 
Aug  2004  and  signed  by  the  SHPO  on  23  Aug  2004.  Signing  of  the  MOA  by  the  SHPO 
completes  the  consultation  process  in  accordance  with  Section  106  of  Historic  Preservation  Act. 
All  correspondence  with  the  SHPO  is  included  in  Appendix  C. 

4.11  OTHER  ITEMS  WITH  NO  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS 

In  addition  to  the  resources  discussed  in  the  previous  sections,  the  potential  impacts  to  the 
biological,  geology  and  soils,  and  Airspace  and  Airfield  Operations  were  evaluated.  Based  upon 
this  evaluation,  there  are  no  potential  impacts  likely  to  any  of  these  resources  resulting  from  the 
implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  or  any  of  the  considered  alternatives. 

The  Proposed  Action  or  any  of  the  alternatives  would  also  not  affect  minority  or  low-income 
populations.  There  are  no  minorities  or  low-income  populations  in  the  area  of  the  Proposed 
Action  or  the  alternatives;  thus,  there  will  not  be  disproportionately  high  or  adverse  impacts  on 
such  populations.  No  adverse  environmental  impacts  would  occur  outside  MacDill  AFB. 
Therefore,  no  adverse  effects  on  minorities  and  low-income  populations  would  occur  with 
implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action,  or  from  implementation  of  any  of  the  alternatives,  at 
MacDill  AFB. 

4.12  CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS 

As  indicated  in  Table  2.1,  the  Proposed  Action,  when  examining  it  as  a  portion  of  the  total 
proposed  and/or  ongoing  construction  projects  on  MacDill  AFB,  would  result  in  minor  beneficial 
cumulative  impacts  to  floodplains,  transportation,  and  socioeconomics,  due  to  a  relocated  entry 
road  to  the  facility  decreasing  the  number  of  accidents,  and  an  approximately  0.6  percent  increase 
in  the  annual  expenditures  MacDill  AFB  provides  to  the  local  economy. 
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When  examining  it  as  a  portion  of  the  total  proposed  and/or  ongoing  construction  projects  on 
MacDill  AFB,  the  Proposed  Action  would  have  no  significant  cumulative  impacts  to  air  quality, 
noise,  waste  management,  water  resources,  safety  and  occupational  health,  biological  resources, 
geology  and  soils,  cultural  resources,  environmental  justice,  or  airspace  and  airfield  operations,  as 
outlined  in  Table  2.1  and  Table  4A. 

5.0  CONCLUSIONS 

Based  upon  the  analyses  presented  in  this  environmental  assessment,  it  appears  the  Proposed 
Action  alternative  would  not  have  a  significant  affect  upon  the  quality  of  the  human  environment. 

6.0  MANAGEMENT  REQUIREMENTS 


6.1  AIR  QUALITY 

Use  reasonable  precautions  to  control  the  emissions  of  unconfmed  particulate  matter  during 
construction  activities  in  accordance  with  Florida  Administrative  Code  (FAC)  Rule  62-296. 
Ensure  that  all  hazardous  materials  used  during  construction  comply  with  the  MacDill  AFB 
Hazardous  Materials  Management  Program’s  requirements  for  low  volatile  organic  compound 
content.  Provide  proper  notification  in  accordance  with  the  National  Emission  Standards  for 
Hazardous  Air  Pollutants,  to  Hillsborough  County  Environmental  Protection  Commission  of  any 
demolition  activities  which  have  to  the  potential  to  release  asbestos  fibers  into  the  atmosphere. 

6.2  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS/WASTES 

Ensure  hazardous  materials  are  approved  and  tracked  through  MacDill  AFB’s  Hazardous 
Materials  Management  Program.  Coordinate  characterization  and  disposal  of  any  hazardous  or 
special  waste  with  MacDill  AFB’s  Environmental  Compliance  Program.  Coordinate  with 
MacDill  AFB’s  Pollution  Prevention  Program  to  ensure  recycling  of  demolition  wastes,  if 
possible. 
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6.3  WATER  RESOURCES 

Submit  appropriate  applications  to  permit  storm  water  retention  areas  and  NPDES  construction 
for  reconfiguration  of  the  proposed  parking  lot.  Ensure  BMPs,  such  as  silt  screens  and  placement 
of  hay  bales,  are  employed  during  construction  to  prevent  erosion  and  storm  water  violations 
during  all  construction  activities.  Ensure  that  the  new  construction  complies  with  all  applicable 
water  and  energy  conservation  requirements  in  Executive  Order  13123,  Greening  the  Government 
Through  Efficient  Energy  Management. 

6.4  SAFETY  AND  OCCUPATIONAL  HEALTH 

Ensure  construction  activities  comply  with  OSEIA  standards  or  more  stringent  standards  if 
applicable.  Ensure  that  a  site  specific  health  and  safety  plan  is  prepared  prior  to  initiating 
construction  at  SWMU  29  and  ensure  that  all  workers  completing  excavation  or  dirt  moving 
activities  in  this  area  have  40-hour  E1AZWOPER  training  and  the  annual  8-hour  refresher  course. 

6.5  BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 

Ensure  that  any  ground  surface  area  disturbed  during  construction  are  re-seeded  or  revegetated 
with  native  flora. 


7.0  PERSONS  CONTACTED 


Laura  Kammerer 

Division  of  Elistorical  Resources 


500  S.  Bronough  St. 
Tallahassee,  FL  32399-0250 
1-800-847-7278 


Anthony  Gennarro 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base 
Installation  Restoration  Program 
7621  Hillsborough  Loop  Dr. 
MacDill  AFB,  FL  33621-5207 


Jasmine  Raffmgton 

FL  Coastal  Management  Program 
Florida  State  Clearing  House 
2555  Shumard  Oak  Boulevard 
Tallahassee,  FL  32399-2100 
850-414-6568 


Bryan  Pridgen 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
9549  Roger  Boulevard,  Suite  1 1 1 
St.  Petersburg,  FL  33702 
727-570-5398 


Mark  Tyl 

6  CES/CECE 

MacDill  AFB,  FL  33621 

813-828-0456 
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Mr.  Jason  Lichtenstein 

6  CES/CEVQ 

8.0  LIST  OF  PREPARERS 

Mr.  Jason  Kirkpatrick 

6  CES/CEVN 

7621  Hillsborough  Loop  Dr.  7621  Hillsborough  Loop  Dr. 

MacDill  AFB,  Florida  33621-5207  MacDill  AFB,  Florida  33621-5207 

Voice:  (813)  828-2718  Voice:  (813)  828-0459 

Fax:  (813)  828-2212  Fax:  (813)  828-2212 

e-mail:  iason.lichtenstein@macdill.af.mil  e-mail:  iason.kirkpatrick@macdill.af.mil 
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FIGURE  1-1  -  Site  Location  and  Vicinity  Map  for  Aerospace 
Ground  Equipment  Facility  (Building  552) 

MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Florida 
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FIGURE  2-1  -  Approximate  Location  of  Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  Facility  in  relation  to  100-year  Floodplain. 
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Table  2.1  Comparison  of  Environmental  Consequences 
Renovation  and  Small  addition  for  Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  Facility  (Building  552) 

MacDill  AFB,  Florida 


Environmental  Resources 

Alternative  A  - 
Proposed  Action 

Alternative  B  - 
Construct/Demolish  AGE 
Facility 

Alternative  C  - 
No  Action  Alternative 

Air  Quality 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-tenn  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Noise 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Hazardous  Materials/Wastes/Stored  Fuels 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Water  Resources 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Floodplains 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Beneficial 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Adverse 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Transportation 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Beneficial 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Beneficial 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Adverse 

Safety  and  Occupational  Health 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Beneficial 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Long-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Adverse 

Socioeconomics 

Short-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Long-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Beneficial 

Short-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Biological  Resources 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 
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Environmental  Resources 

Alternative  A  - 
Proposed  Action 

Alternative  B  - 
Cons tru c t/De mo  1  i sh  AGE 
Facility 

Alternative  C  - 
No  Action  Alternative 

Geology  and  Soils 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  impact 

Short-term  -  No  impact 
Long-term  -  No  impact 
Cumulative  -  No  impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Cultural  Resources 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term » No  impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Environmental  Justice 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  No  Impact 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 

Airspace  and  Airfield  Operations 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Beneficial 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  Minor  Beneficial 
Cumulative  -  Minor  Beneficial 

Short-term  -  No  Impact 
Long-term  -  Minor  Adverse 
Cumulative  -  No  Impact 
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TABLE 4A 

Total  Air  Emissions  for  Projects  at  MacDill  AFB 
Renovation  and  Conirtructton  of  Small  Addition  for  AGE  Facility 
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REQUEST  FOR  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 

Report  Control  Symbol 

rcs  26103-14 

INSTRUCTIONS  Section  /  to  be  completed  by  Proponent  Sections  H  and  III  to  be  completed  by  Environmental  Planning  Function  Continue  on  separate  sheets  as 

necessary  Reference  appropriate  item  number(s) 

SECTION  1  -  PROPONENT  INFORMATION 

1  TO  (Environmental  Planning  FunctiooJ 

2  FROM  (Proponent  Organization  and  functional  address  symbol) 

2a  TELEPHONE  NO 

6  CES/CEV 

6  CES/CEPP 

DSN  968-2543 

3.  TITLE  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION 

NVZR030 181,  REPAIR  &  ADD  TO  AGE  MAINTENANCE  FACILITY,  B552 

4  PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION  (Identify  decision  to  be  made  and  need  dale j 

(See  attached) 

5  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES  (DOPAA)  (Provide  suflxenl  details  lor  evaluation  of  the  total  action) 

(See  attached) 

6  PROPONENT  APPROVAL  (Name  and  Grade) 

6*  SIGNATURE 

6b.  DATE 

Stephan  C.  Boyd 

18  Sep  03 

SECTION  II  -  PRELIMINARY  ENVIRONMENTAL  SURVEY  (Chech  appropriate  box  and  dosMe potent*! 

envronmental  effects  including  cumulative  effects)  (**poslrve  effect  0-no  effect.  -  =  adverse  effect ;  U=unhno*m  effect) 

♦ 

0 

- 

U 

7.  AIR  INSTALLATION  COMPATIBLE  USE  ZONE/LAND  USE  (Noise,  acodent  potential,  encroachment,  etc  )  J/  %  . 

✓ 

8.  AIR  QUALITY  (Emissions,  attatiment  status,  slate  implementation  plan,  etc.)  _  if' 

9  WATER  RESOURCES  (Quality.  Quantify,  soiree,  etc.)  ^  A 5 

10.  SAFETY  AND  OCCUPATIONAL  HEALTH  (Asbettos/radiation/chemcal  etposm.  explosives  safety  Quantity  distance,  btdtetdtfe 
aircraft  hazard,  etc)  IOFW05 

1 1 .  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALSIWASTE  (Use/storage/generation,  solid  waste,  etc.)  *7  fa  ATI  05  ^  ^ 

/ 

12.  BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (Wetlands/ltoodplavia  threatened  or  endangered  species,  etc.)  ltj^f'^9 

y 

13.  CULTURAL  RESOURCES  (Native  American  burial  stes.  archaeological,  historical,  etc.)  -  a  j 

14.  GEOLOGY  ANO  SOILS  (Topography,  minerals,  geothermal.  Installation  Restoration  Program,  seonvety.  etcj 

/ 

1 5.  SOCIOECONOMIC  (Employmenepopulation  projections,  school  and  local  fiscal  Impacts,  etc)  j/S  J  -  9  ^  j 

uS 

- - 

16  OTHER  (Potential  impacts  not  addressed  above  ) 

SECTION  III  -  ENVIRONMENTAL  ANALYSIS  DETERMINATION 

17. 

PROPOSED  ACTION  QUALIFIES  FOR  CATEGORICAL  EXCLUSION  ICATEX)  #  .  OR 

X 

PROPOSED  ACTION  DOES  NOT  QUALIFY  FOR  A  CATEX;  FURTHER  ENVIRONMENTAL  ANALYSIS  IS  REQUIRED. 

18  REMARKS 

MacDill  AFB  is  located  in  a  maintenance  area  for  the  following  criteria  pollutants:  Ozone.  Direct  emissions  from  construction  and 
indirect  emissions  from  visiting  traffic  and/or  follow-on  operations,  when  totaled  are  less  than  the  de  minimus  amounts  in  40  CFR 

93.153;  therefore,  a  conformity  determination  is  not  required. 

16.  ENVIRONMENTAL  PLANNING  FUNCTION  CERTIFICATION 
(Name  and  Grade) 

DONALD  J.  HALPIN,  Colonel,  USAF 

Vice  Commander 

19  a.  SIGNATURE 

m - 

19  b.  DATE 

lie  ©S’ 

AF  FORM  813,  19990901  (EF-V1) 

THIS  FORM  CONSOLIDATES  AF  FORMS  S13  AND  814 

PAGE  OF  PAGE(S) 
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4.0  PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION: 

An  adequately  sized,  organized  and  equipped  facility  is  required  to  improve  the  maintenance 
specialists'  efficiency  and  ability  to  service  and  repair  Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  (AGE),  and 
encourage  pride  of  ownership  in  their  workplace.  Maintenance  of  AGE  is  conducted  in  facility 
552.  This  building  was  originally  constructed  in  1942  and  added  onto  in  1967  with  an  addition 
that  doubled  the  size  of  the  original  building.  The  ceilings  and  door  heights  are  too  low  to  allow 
entry  of  some  AGE.  Roof  trusses  support  members  are  termite  damaged  and  their  placements 
interferes  with  movement  of  equipment.  Mechanical  exhaust  equipment  has  failed  and  requires 
replacement.  Administrative  offices  were  constructed  through  self-help  efforts  and  are  not 
centrally  located,  nor  acoustically  separate  from  the  shop  areas.  Interior  and  exterior  finishes  are 
outdated  and  do  not  meet  the  base's  architectural  standards.  The  restroom  facilities  are 
inconveniently  located  in  a  connecting  building.  The  chain  hoist  is  not  rated  for  some  of  the 
heavier  pieces  of  AGE.  Windows  do  not  meet  current  Force  Protection  standards  nor  are  they 
energy  efficient.  There  is  no  defined  main  entrance  to  the  building  and  visitors  can  easily  enter 
directly  into  a  service/maintenance  area.  Lighting  fixtures  are  outdated  and  inefficient. 

Overhead  doors  are  hard  to  maintain  and  difficult  to  operate.  Access  to  the  parking  area  is  off  a 
poorly  designed  intersection  which  has  resulted  in  several  vehicular  accidents. 

Completion  of  this  repair  project  would  provide  a  modem  and  efficient  work  environment  and 
meet  the  aforementioned  needs. 

5.0  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES: 

5.1  Proposed  Action  -  Completely  renovate  the  interior  and  exterior  of  the  existing 
facility  and  construct  a  small  addition.  Proposed  repairs  and  addition  would  consist  of  the 
following.  The  existing  flat  (built-up)  roof  would  be  completely  removed  and  replaced  with  a 
pitched,  standing  seam  metal  roof  that  meets  base  architectural  standards.  The  painted  concrete 
masonry  unit  block  walls  of  the  facility  would  be  cleaned  and  an  exterior  stucco  coating  would 
be  applied  to  the  wall  to  meet  base  architectural  standards.  All  of  the  existing  windows  in  the 
facility  would  be  removed  and  replaced  with  modem,  energy  efficient  windows.  All  of  the 
exterior  doors  would  be  removed  and  replaced.  The  interior  of  the  facility  which  consists 
primarily  of  an  open  warehouse-style  floor  plan  with  a  line  of  offices  and  store  rooms  along  one 
wall,  would  be  completed  gutted.  The  interior  of  the  facility  would  be  reconfigured  so  that  all  of 
the  ofifice/administrative/storage  space  would  be  consolidated  and  relocated  to  the  west  end  of 
the  building.  A  new  entry  way  extending  out  from  the  building  would  be  constructed  at  the 
western  end  of  the  building  to  create  a  defined  entry  point  for  the  facility.  The  eastern  three- 
quarters  of  the  building  would  remain  open  warehouse-type  space.  Portions  of  the  existing 
parking  lot,  which  do  not  meet  current  force  protection  standards  due  to  the  proximity  to  the 
building,  would  be  removed  and  the  remaining  portion  of  the  parking  lot  would  be  expanded. 
Once  expanded,  the  entire  parking  area  would  be  repaved  to  create  a  uniform  appearance.  The 
new  parking  area  would  include  new  curb  and  gutter  to  insure  the  proper  management  of 
stormwater.  The  entire  facility  would  be  landscaped  to  meet  base  architectural  standards. 

In  addition  to  the  proposed  renovation  activities,  this  project  would  construct  a  high  bay 
maintenance  area  at  the  northwest  end  of  the  building.  The  high  bay  maintenance  area  would  be 
constructed  of  concrete  masonry  unit  block  with  a  standing  seam  metal  roof  to  match  the  rest  of 
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the  building.  Included  in  the  project  is  the  demolition  of  an  obsolete  wash  rack  and  its  associated 
equipment.  The  wash  rack  and  associated  equipment  would  be  removed  and  disposed  and  the 
area  would  be  repaved  with  asphalt. 

5.2  Replacement  Alternative  -  Construct  a  new  AGE  Support  Facility  to  replace  Building 
552.  Project  construction  would  consist  of  the  following:  Demolition  of  the  existing  AGE 
building  (Building  552),  then  construction  of  concrete  foundation,  elevated  in  accordance  with 
FEMA  to  1 1 .5  feet  above  mean  sea  level  with  concrete  masonry  unit  walls,  a  standing  seam 
metal  roof  system,  stucco  exterior,  fire  detection/suppression  systems,  HVAC,  emergency 
power,  associated  site  utilities,  parking,  perimeter  security,  grading  and  landscaping.  The  new 
AGE  building  would  be  constructed  in  the  same  location  as  the  existing  AGE  building.  This 
alternative  was  not  selected  due  to  cost  considerations.  Construction  of  a  new  facility,  including 
demolition  of  the  existing  building,  was  estimated  to  cost  S5.7M.  The  1 391  for  construction  of  a 
new  AGE  Support  Facility  is  attached.  Renovation  of  Building  552,  estimated  to  cost  $3.0M, 
would  still  meet  all  the  operational  needs  of  the  AGE  organization  and  provide  them  with  a 
modem  updated  facility.  Consequently,  the  replacement  alternative  was  not  selected. 

5.3  Use  of  Other  Existing  Facilities  Alternative  -  There  are  no  vacant  on-base  facilities 
of  suitable  size  or  configuration  available  on  MacDill  AFB,  particularly  along  the  flight  apron 
where  the  AGE  must  be  located  to  provide  operations  support.  The  primary  duties  of  the  AGE 
operation  include  scheduled  and  unscheduled  maintenance,  delivering  equipment  to  the  flight 
line  and  back  shops,  and  procuring  replacement  parts.  A  location  in  close  proximity  to  the  flight 
apron  is  critical  to  insure  efficient  operation  for  the  AGE  organization.  Leasing  an  off-base 
facility  is  not  a  viable  alternative  given  the  function  of  the  AGE  organization  which  is  to  provide 
flightline  support.  The  AGE  organization  must  be  located  near  the  flight  apron  and  there  are  no 
off-base  locations  near  the  flight  apron. 

5.4  No  Action  Alternative  -  Do  no  repairs  or  construction  to  the  AGE  Maintenance  facility 
(Bldg  552).  The  building  would  continue  to  be  inadequately  sized,  impairing  the  AGE 
personnel’s  efficiency  and  ability  to  service  the  equipment.  The  offices  will  not  to  be  centrally 
located,  nor  acoustically  separate  from  the  shop  areas.  Mechanical  and  other  equipment  will  not 
be  serviced. 

6.0  CATEGORICAL  EXCLUSION:  Although  this  AGE  project  is  extensively  renovation, 
there  are  portions  of  the  project  (high  bay  addition,  entryway  addition,  and  parking  lot 
reconfiguration)  that  do  not  meet  the  criteria  for  a  categorical  exclusion  (CATEX); 
consequently,  an  Environmental  Assessment  is  required. 
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interior  and  Exterior  of  AGE  Facility/ 
Building  552 
_ MacDill  AFB,  Florida 


APPENDIX  B 

CONSISTENCY  STATEMENT 

This  consistency  statement  will  examine  tbe  potential  environmental  consequences  of  the 
Proposed  Action  and  ascertain  the  extent  to  which  the  consequences  of  the  Proposed 
Action  are  consistent  with  the  objectives  of  Florida  Coastal  Management  Program 
(CMP). 

Of  the  Florida  Statutory  Authorities  included  in  the  CMP,  impacts  in  the  following  areas 
are  addressed  in  the  EA:  beach  and  shore  preservation  (Chapter  161),  historic 
preservation  (Chapter  267),  economic  development  and  tourism  (Chapter  288),  public 
transportation  (Chapters  334  and  339),  saltwater  living  resources  (Chapter  370),  living 
land  and  freshwater  resource  (Chapter  372),  water  resources  (Chapter  373), 
environmental  control  (Chapter  403),  and  soil  and  water  conservation  (Chapter  582). 
This  consistency  statement  discusses  how  the  proposed  options  may  meet  the  CMP 
objectives. 

CONSISTENCY  DETERMINATION 
Chapter  161;  Beach  and  Shore  Preservation 

No  disturbances  to  the  base's  canals  are  foreseen  under  the  Proposed  Action  or 
Alternative  Actions. 

Chapter  267;  Historic  Preservation 

The  Air  Force  and  the  Florida  State  Historic  Preserv  ation  Officer  have  determined  that 
there  are  two  areas  on  MacDill  AFB  with  buildings  that  are  potentially  eligible  for  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  Facility  552,  identified  for  renovation  under  the 
Proposed  Action,  is  located  in  the  MacDill  Field  Historic  Districts  and  consultations 
between  the  Air  Force  and  State  Historical  Preservation  Officer  have  been  completed. 

Chapter  288;  Economic  Development  and  Tourism 

The  EA  presents  the  new  employment  impact  and  net  income  impact  of  the  Proposed 
Action  and  alternatives.  The  options  would  not  have  significant  adverse  effects  on  any 
key  Florida  industries  or  economic  diversification  efforts. 

The  EA  quantitatively  addresses  potential  impacts  to  transportation  systems  and  planning 
and  implementation  of  transportation  improvements. 
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Chapter  372:  Saltwater  Living  Resources 

The  EA  addresses  potential  impacts  to  local  water  bodies.  Water  quality  impacts  were 
surveyed  for  existing  conditions  at  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives.  Results  indicate 
that  no  impacts  would  result  from  the  Proposed  Action  or  alternatives. 

Chapter  372:  Living  land  and  Freshwater  Resources 

Threatened  and  endangered  species,  major  plant  communities,  conservation  of  native 
habitat,  and  mitigation  of  potential  impacts  to  the  resources  are  addressed  in  the  EA.  The 
Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  would  not  result  in  permanent  disturbance  to  native 
habitat  and  should  not  impact  threatened  or  endangered  species. 

Chapter  373:  Water  Resources 

There  would  be  no  impacts  to  surface  water  or  groundwater  quality  under  the  Proposed 
Action  or  alternatives  as  discussed  in  the  EA. 

Chapter  403:  Environmental  Control 

The  EA  addresses  the  issue®  of  conservation  and  protection  of  environmentally  sensitive 
living  resources;  protection  of  groundwater  and  surface  water  quality  and  quantity; 
potable  water  supply;  protection  of  air  quality,  minimization  of  adverse  hydrogeologic 
impacts;  protection  of  endangered  or  threatened  species;  solid,  sanitary,  and  hazardous 
waste  disposal;  and  protection  of  floodplains  and  wetlands.  Where  impacts  to  these 
resources  can  be  identified,  possible  mitigation  measures  are  suggested.  Implementation 
of  mit  igation  will,  for  the  most  part,  be  the  responsibility  of  MacDill  AFB. 

Chapter  582:  Soil  and  Water  Conservation 

Tire  EA  addresses  the  potential  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  to  disturb  soil  and 
presents  possible  measures  to  prevent  or  minimize  soil  erosion.  Impacts  to  groundwater 
and  surface  water  resources  also  are  discussed  in  the  EA. 

CONCLUSION 

The  Air  Force  finds  that  dm  conceptual  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  plans  presented 
in  the  EA  are  consistent  with  Florida's  CMP. 
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State  of  Florida  > 
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Before  the  undersigned  authority  personally  appeared  C.  Pugh,  who  on  oath  says  that  she  1$  the  Advertising  Btllin 
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Florida  for  a  period  of  one  year  next  preceding  the  fire!  publication  of  the  attached  copy  of  advertisement;  and  affir 
further  says  that  she  has  neither  paid  nor  promised  any  person,  this  advertisement  to*  publication  in  the  said  rtewi 
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PUBLIC  NOTICE 
UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE 

The  Air  Force  (AF)  is  inviting  public  review  and 
comment  on  AF  Environmental  Impact  Analysis 
Process  (EIAP)  documents  for  renovation  of  the 
Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  Facility  project 
at  MacDill  Air  Force  Base.  Tbe  project  involves 


AGE  facility  including  construction  of  a  small 
high  bay  maintenance  area  addition  and  new 
entryway.  This  action  is  being  completed  to 
provide  a  modern  work  environment,  improving 
the  maintenance  specialists*  efficiency  and 
ability  to  service  and  repair  AGE  at  the  base, 
MacDill  AFB  has  evaluated  this  action  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  11938  ~ 
Floodplain  Management,  and  believes  there  is 
no  practical  alternative  to  construction  within 
the  floodplain. 


The  EIAP  documents  satisfy  the  requirements 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
{NEPA}.  The  documents  are  available  for 
public  review  and  comment  beginning  March 
14th,  2005  at  the  Tampa/Hillsborough  County 
Public  Library,  located  at  900  N.  Ashley  Drive, 
Tampa,  FL  33606,  The  documents  may  be 
found  in  the  Humanities  Section  of  the  Main 
Library.  The  comment  period  will  close  on  April 
13,  2005.  Address  written  comments  to  the  6 
AMW  Public  Affairs,  8209  Hangar  Loop  Drive, 
Suite  14,  MacDill  AFB,  FL  33621-5502.  The 
telephone  number  is  (813)  828-2215, 
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tX-GAL  MSVOtTlSEMENT 


l  F  E  T  Y 


Aid,  Report  Says 


aid  he  didn't  want  to  com- 
it  for  publication  on  the 
ability  that  another  person 
involved  in  the  killings.  He 
t  he  family  is  in  the  process 
elling  tire  50  vehicles  se¬ 
eing  in  the  inventory  of  the 
sle’s  business,  Car  Search  4 

V 

ike  Kaiser  said  prosecutors 
prepared  the  family  for 
hen's  not  guilty  plea.  It’s 
of  the  process  of  getting 
case  to  trial,  Mike  Kaiser 

shey  have  so  much  over¬ 
ling  evidence,"  he  said. 

le  affidavit  makes  the  first 
ic  mention  of  a  possible 
mplice  in  the  slayings  of 
Kaisers  at  their  car  busi- 
and  home  at  1905  N.  Gar- 
St.  Hie  Kaisers  marketed 
vehicles  over  the  Internet. 

Vhile  at  this  location  the 
idant  arranged  a  robbery 
tke  place,'"  the  affidavit 
in  part. 

e  Kaisers  were  each  shot 
«  back  of  the  head,  and 
bodies  were  found  in  the 
i  room,  McDaniel  said. 


Wibben  took  the  car  title  and 
keys  from  Heather  Kaiser’s 
desk  while  she  was  still  sitting 
there,  the  affidavit  say's,  McDa¬ 
niel  wouldn’t  say  whether 
Headier  Kaiser  was  alive  at  that 
time, 

Wibben  altered  the  car  title 
and  was  arrested  last  month 
after  he  tried  to  register  the  car 
in  Lee  County',  police  said. 

McDaniel  said  a  ballistics 
test  links  a  9  mm  Huger  semi¬ 
automatic  pistol  found  in  Wib- 
ben's  rented  room  with  the 
slayings.  One  of  the  stolen  lap¬ 
tops  was  found  at  the  home  of 
one  of  Wibben’ s  Fort  Myers 
neighbors,  and  the  other  was 
located  at  a  pawn  shop.  Plant 
City  police  Capt,  Darrell  Wil¬ 
son  said. 

The  6~foot-2,  155-pound 
Wibben  had  no  prior  arrests 
for  crimes  of  violence,  Wilson 
said 

Wibben  was  being  held 
without  bail  Thursday  at  Fal- 
kenburg  Road  Jail. 

Reporter  Kathy  Steele  contributed 
to  this  report.  Reporter  Dave 
Nicholson  can  be  reached  at  { 813 ) 
754-378$. 


Elementary  School 


other  that  as  soon  as  one 
>1  bus  passed,  Mike  was  to 
for  It,”  Krause  said.  But 
the  bus  passed,  it  blocked 
s  view  of  a  southbound 
Hyundai  Elantra,  and  the 
an  Into  the  passing  car, 
iesaid. 

tr  Creek's  principal,  Paula 
,  found  the  boy  respon- 
a  paramedics,  said  Pmel- 
thools  spokesman  Hon 

;  driver  s  side-view  Hur¬ 
ts  knocked  off,  and  there 
ini  to  the  door  the  mirror 
ched  to,  Krause  said. 


The  driver  of  the  Hyundai, 
Darlene  Diaz,  3B,  of  St.  Peters¬ 
burg,  was  not  charged,  Krause 
said, 

"The  Pinellas  County  School 
Board  did  nothing  wrong," 
Krause  said. 

Austin  Polk  feels  really  bad 
about  foe  crossing  instructions 
he  gave  his  little  brother, 
Krause  said. 


Repfor ter  Adam  Emerson  contrib¬ 
uted  to  this  report.  Reporter  Ste¬ 
phen  Thompson  can  be  reached 
at  (727)  823-3303. 


PUBLIC  NOTICE 
UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE 

The  Air  Force  (AF)  is  inviting  pubfic  review  and 
comment  on  AF  Environmental  Impact  Analysis 
Process  (EIAP)  documents  for  renovation  of  the 
Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  Facility  project 
at  MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  The  project  involves 
extensive  interior  and  exterior  renovation  of  the 
AGE  facility  including  construction  of  a  small 
high  bay  maintenance  area  addition  and  new 
entryway.  This  action  is  being  completed  to 
provide  a  modern  work  environment,  improving 
the  maintenance  specialists’  efficiency  and 
ability  to  service  and  repair  AGE  at  the  base. 
MacDill  AFB  has  evaluated  this  action  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  11988  - 
Floodplain  Management,  arid  believes  there  is 
no  practical  alternative  to  construction  within 
the  floodplain. 


The  EIAP  documents  satisfy  the  requirements 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA).  The  documents  are  available  for 
public  review  and  comment  beginning  March 
14th,  2005  at  the  Tampa/Hiilsborough  County 
Public  Library,  located  at  900  N„  Ashiey  Drive, 
Tampa,  FL  33606.  The  documents  may  be 
found  in  the  Humanities  Section  of  the  Main 
Library.  The  comment  period  will  close  on  April 
13,  2005.  Address  written  comments  to  the  6 
AMW  Public  Affairs,  8209  Hangar  Loop  Drive, 
Suite  14,  MacDill  AFB,  FL  33621-5502.  The 
telephone  number  is  (813)  828-2215. 


March  tl,  2005 


Hillsborough 

County 


Public 

Hearing 


Amendment  to  FY  200$  Budget  to 
Appropriate  Unanticipated  Revenue 

Your  Hillsborough  County  Commissioners  will  hold  a  public  hearing 
on  March  16,  at  2  p.m.  in  the  2ikI  Floor  Boardroom  of  County 
Center.  601  E.  Kennedy  F-slvd  in  downtown  Tamn» 


Department  of 

Environmental  Protection 

Marjory  Stoneman  Douglas  Building 

Jeb  Bush  3900  Commonwealth  Boulevard 

Governor _ _ _ Tallahassee.  Florida  32399-3000 


March  22,  2005 

Mr.  Jason  J.  Lichtenstein 
6  CES/CEVQ 

2610  Pink  Flamingo  Avenue,  Room  3 1 0 
MacDill  AFB,  FL  33621 


RE:  Department  of  the  Air  Force  -  Environmental  Assessment,  Renovation  and  Small 

Addition  for  AGE  Facility,  MacDill  Air  Force  Base  -  Hillsborough  County,  Florida. 

SAI  #  FL200503170596C 

Dear  Mr.  Lichtenstein: 

The  Florida  State  Clearinghouse,  pursuant  to  Presidential  Executive  Order  12372, 
Gubernatorial  Executive  Order  95-359,  the  Coastal  Zone  Management  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §§  1451- 
1464,  as  amended,  and  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  42  U.S.C.  §§  4321, 4331-4335, 
4341-4347,  as  amended,  has  coordinated  a  review  of  the  referenced  environmental  assessment. 

The  Florida  Department  of  Environmental  Protection  (DEP),  Division  of  Waste 
Management  notes  that  the  proposed  work  area  includes  an  Oil/Water  Separator  site,  SWMU  29 
(closed),  Site  38  (undergoing  remediation)  and  SWMU  61,  a  groundwater  solvent  plume  site. 
DEP  staff  offers  the  following  comments: 

1 .  Please  ensure  that  the  locations  of  SWMU  29  and  Site  38  are  surveyed  in  to  known 
benchmarks  or  that  high  precision  GPS  coordinates  are  obtained.  Location  data  should  be 
preserved  and  made  available  as  needed  for  our  records  or  for  assessment/remediation,  as 
appropriate. 

2.  Since  the  construction  area  is  located  on  contaminated  or  closed  contaminated  sites, 
please  be  advised  that  access  and  soil  and/or  groundwater  sampling  activities  may  be 
required  in  the  future. 

3.  Buildings  constructed  over  groundwater  areas  with  volatile  organic  compound  (VOC) 
contamination  risk  possible  indoor  air  quality  degradation  as  a  result  of  contaminant 
volatilization  and  upward  migration  through  foundation  materials.  This  is  especially  true 
with  the  SWMU  61  groundwater  plume.  Measures  to  prevent  air  quality  degradation 
should  be  considered  when  designing  new  or  renovated  facilities  in  this  area. 


Colleen  M.  Castille 
- Secretary 


Printed  an  recyded  paper 


Mr;  Jason  J.  Lichtenstein 
March  22, 2005 
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_ 4. . ..  When  construction  over-tlie  subject  contaminated-sites  occurs,  please  continue  to~  . - 

coordinate  with  Mr.  Richard  Burnette  in  the  MacDilt  Air  Force  Base  Environmental 
Office. 


For  further  information,  please  contact  Mr.  James  Cason,  Professional  Geologist-,  BEP 
Bureau  of  Waste  Cleanup  at  (850)  245-8999.  /  '  - 

Based  on  the  information  contained  in  the  environmental  assessment  and  comments 
provided  by  our  reviewing  agencies,  the  state  has  determined  that,  at  this  stage,  the  proposed 
activity  is  consistent  with  the  Florida  Coastal  Management  Program  (FCk|^,,1%e  applicant 
must,  however,  address  the  concerns  identified  by  DEP  staff  prior  to  prfydpt  iilfiplcmentation. 

The  state's  continued  concurrence  with  the  project  will  be  based,  in  p^tfbn  the  adequate 
resolution  of  issues  identified  during  this  and  subsequent  reviews,  ihe  stated  final  concurrence 
of  the  project's  consistency  with  the  FCMP  will  be  determined  d0|^phe  environmental 
permitting  stage. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  this  project.  If  you  have  any  questions  regarding 
this  letter,  please  contact  Ms.  Lauren  P.  Milligan  at  (850)  245-2163. 


Sincerely, 

Sally  B.  Mann,  Director 

Office  of  Intergovernmental  Programs 


SBM/lm 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 
6TH  AIR  MOBILITY  WING  (AMC) 

M  ACHILLA  IR  FORCE  BASE,  FLORIDA 


c  eO 


WILDLIFE  SERVICE 


9549 Koger Blvd,  Suite  1 1 1  ~ 
St.  Petersburg,  Florida  33702 


FROM:  6  CES/CD 

7621  Hillsborough  Loop  Drive 
MacDill  ATB  Florida  33621-5207 

SUBJECT:  US  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  Coordination  for  Renovation  of  the  Aerospace  Ground 
Equipment  (AGE)  Facility  on  MacDill  Air  Force  Base  (AFB). 

1 .  The  US  Air  Force  intends  to  renovate  the  interior  and  exterior  of  the  existing  AGE  Facility 
(Building  552)  to  provide  a  modem  work  environment,  improving  the  maintenance  specialists’ 
efficiency  and  ability  to  serv  ice  and  repair  AGE  at  the  base.  The  layout  of  the  new  AGE  Facility 
would  be  constructed  m  the  same  area  as  the  existing  facility  but  would  be  redesigned  slightly  to 
meet  the  current  operational  needs  of  the  AGE  organization  and  its  personnel  along  with 
applicable  force  protection  requirements.  The  Proposed  Action  involves  extensive  interior  and 
exterior  renovation  of  the  AGE  facility  including  construction  of  a  small  high  bay  maintenance 
area  addition  and  new  errtryway.  Proposed  repairs  and  addition  would  consist  of  the  following. 
The  existing  flat  (built-up)  roof  would  be  completely  removed  and  replaced  with  a  pitched, 
standing  seam  metal  roof  that  meets  base  architectural  standards.  The  painted  concrete  masonry 
unit  block  walls  of  the  facility  would  be  cleaned  and  an  exterior  stucco  coating  would  be  applied 
to  the  wall  to  meet  base  arehitectural  standards.  All  of  the  exiting  windows  in  the  facility  would 
be  removed  and  replaced  with  modem,  energy  efficient  windows.  All  of  the  exterior  doors 
would  be  removed  and  replaced.  The  existing  parking  lot  would  be  reconfigured  to  meet  current 
force  protection  standards. 


2.  A  representative  from  the  MacDill  AFB  Natural  Resources  staff  surveyed  the  site  to 
determine  if  any  threatened  or  endangered  species  inhabit  the  site.  No  threatened  or  endangered 
species  were  observed  on  the  site.  The  site  has  not  been  identified  as  critical  habitat  for  any 
threatened  or  endangered  species. 


3.  MacDill  AFB  believes  that  the  proposed  construction  project  would  not  adversely  impact 
threatened  or  endangered  species.  IF  the  US  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  agrees  with  this 
assessment,  please  document  your  concurrence  by  stamp  or  signing  where  indicated  below.  If 


you  would  like  to  inspect  the  proposed  construction  site,  please  contact  the  MacDill  AFB  Natural 

Resources  staff.  _ _ k  7 

FWS  r/?  Kn  A  OJ  7 - — — — — - — — - — — 

The  proposed  action  is  not  Likely  to 
nrfneoted  hy  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973.  »  nmcmien 
(th  U.S.C  1531  el  sol  )  This  finding  fulfills  the  requirements 

trf  thf.  Aft 


3/?t/z0£ 

Pate 


AMC* 


Tlavid  L.  Hankla 
Field  Supervisor 


4,  If  you  have  any  questions  or  require  additional  information  on  the  proposed  project,  please 
contact  Mr,  Jason  Kirkpatrick  at  (813)  828-0459. 


Deputy  Base  Civil  Engineer 


Attachments; 

Figure  1-1  Project  Location  and  Vicinity  Map,  MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Florida 

Figure  2-1  Approximate  Location  of  AGE  in  Relation  to  the  Coastal  Floodplain 

Figure  3-1  Demo  Existing  Interior  Office  and  Storage  Space 

Figure  3-2  Proposed  Work  -  West  End  of  Building  552 

Figure  3*3  Proposed  Work  -  East  End  of  Building  552 

Figure  4-1  Site  Plan 

Figure  4-2  Demolition  Plan 


1st  fed,  US  Fish  &  Wildlife  Service 
MEMORANDUM  FOR  6  CES/CD 


Date 


The  US  Fkh  and  Wildlife  Service  agrees  that  the  proposed  construction  project  described  above 
will  not  adversely  impact  threatened  or  endangered  species  on  MacDill  Air  Force  Base. 


US  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  Representative 


AMC-GLOBAL  REACH  FOR  AMERICA 


RE:  DHR  Project  File  Number:  2003-601 1  -C 

Mitigation  for  the  Adverse  Effect  Resulting  form  the  Renovation  of  Building  552  Air  Ground 
Equipment  Facility,  MacDill  Atr  Force  Base,  Hillsborough  County 

Dear  Lt.  Col,  Foti: 

Our  office  received  and  reviewed  the  above  referenced  project  in  accordance  with  Section  106  of  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of 1966,  as  amended  and  36  CFR  Pari  800:  Protection  of  Historic 
Properties. 

Wc  note  that  Building  552  (8HI5315)  is  a  contributing  resource  to  the  MacDill  Field  Historic  District, 
Based  on  the  information  provided,  this  office  concurs  with  the  finding  that  the  proposed  undertaking 
will  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the  historic  character  of  Building  552. 

This  office  concurs  with  your  justification  that  in  order  for  MacDill  AFB  to  achieve  the  operational 
needs  of  the  6^  Maintenance  Squadron,  Building  552  will  need  to  be  modified, 

To  mitigate  the  adverse  effect,  MacDill  AFB  has  provided  Historic  American  Buildings  Survey  (HABS) 
Level  HI  documentation  for  Building  552,  It  is  the  opinion  of  this  office  that  the  HABS  documentation 
will  serve  as  adequate  mitigation  for  the  adverse  effect. 

If  you  have  any  questions  concerning  our  comments,  please  contact  Scott  Edwards,  Historic 
Preservationist,  by  electronic  mail  sedwardsuydos.state.fl  us,  or  at  &50-245-6333  or  800-847-7278. 


Sincerely, 


Frederick  Gaske,  Acting  Director,  and 
Deputy  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 


500  S,  Bronough  Street  *  Tallahassee,  FL  32399-0250  *  http://www.flheritage.com 

□  Director's  Office  O  Archaeological  Research  SI  Historic  Preservation  □  Historical  Museums 

(850)  245-6300  *  FAX:  245-6135  (850)  245-6444  *  FAX:  245-6436  (850)  245-6333  *  FAX:  245-6437  (850)  245-6400  •  FAX:  245-6433 

□  Palm  Peach  Regional  Office  O  St,  Augustine  Regional  Office  □  Tampa  Regional  Office 

(561)  270-1475  •  FAX:  279-1476  (904)  825-5045  ■  FAX:  825-5044  (813)  272-3843  •  FAX:  272-2340 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 
6TH  AIR  MOBILITY  WING  (AMC) 
MACDILL  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  FLORIDA 


1 7  AUO  2004 

MEMORANDUM  FOR  DIVISION  OF  HISTORIC  RESOURCES 

R.A.  GRAY  BUILDING 

500  SOUTH  BRONOUGH  STREET 

TALLAHASSEE,  FL  32399-0250 


FROM:  6  AMW/CC 

8202  Hangar  Loop  Drive,  Suite  1 
MaeDill  AFB  FL  33621 

SUBJECT:  MemorandumofAgreement  for  Renovation  of  Facility  532 

1.  The  U.S.  Air  Force  intends  to  extensively  renovate  the  current  Air  Ground  Equipment  (AGE) 
facility  (Building  552)  to  provide  an  updated,  efficient  operation  area  for  the  AGE  operation. 
MaeDill  AFB  coordinated  the  proposed  renovation  with  your  office  through  written 
correspondence  and  your  office  approved  the  proposed  mitigation  for  adverse  effect  on  March 
12, 2004  (Attachment  2).  In  accordance  with  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  Section  106, 
MaeDill  AFB  is  required  to  implement  a  Memorandum  of  Agreement  (MO  A)  with  the  State 
Historic  Preservation  Office.  Once  signed  the  MOA  will  be  submitted  to  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Historic  Preservation,  which  will  complete  the  process. 

2.  The  MOA  has  been  signed  by  the  MacDiU  AFB  wing  commander  (Attachment  1).  Please 
sign  the  MOA  where  indicated  and  return  to  the  following  address: 

Mr.  Jason  Kirkpatrick 
6  CES/CEVN 

2610  Pink  Flamingo  Avenue,  Bldg  147 
MaeDill  AFB  FL  33621-5207 

3 .  If  you  have  any  questions  or  require  additional  information,  please  contact  Mr.  Jason 
Kirkpatrick  at  (813)  828-0459. 


Commander 

Attachments: 

1 .  MOA  for  Renovation  of  Facility  552 

2.  SHPO  letter,  March  12, 2004 

3.  Adverse  Effect  Resulting  from  Renovation  of  Building  552  at  MacDiU  AFB,  15  Oct  03 


AMC— GLOBAL  REACH  FOR  AMERICA 


MEMORANDUM  OF  AGREEMENT 


WHEREAS,  MacDill  Air  Force  Base  (AFB)  has  determined  that  the  renovation  of 
Building  #552,  a  contributing  structure  in  the  proposed  MacDill  Field  Historic  District, 
will  have  an  adverse  effect  on  that  structure,  and  has  consulted  with  the  Florida  State 
Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO)  pursuant  to  36  CFR  Part  800,  regulations 
implementing  Section  1 06  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  (16  U.S.C.  470f); 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  MacDill  AFB  and  SHPO  agree  that  the  undertaking  shall 
be  implemented  in  accordance  with  the  following  stipulation  in  order  to  take  into  account 
the  effect  of  the  undertaking  on  historic  properties. 


Stipulations 

MacDill  AFB  will  ensure  that  the  following  measures  are  carried  out: 

1 .  MacDill  AFB  shall  submit  a  copy  of  Historic  American  Building  Survey  Level 
TTT  documentation  for  Building  No.  552  to  the  Florida  SHPO. 

Execution  of  this  Memorandum  of  Agreement  by  MacDill  AFB  and  the  Florida 
SHPO  and  implementation  of  its  terms  arc  evidence  that  MacDill  AFB  has  afforded  the 
Council  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  demolition  and  its  effect  on  historic  properties, 
and  that  MacDill  AFB  has  taken  into  account  the  effects  of  the  undertaking  on  historic 
properties. 


Date:  t~l  Y 


Florida  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 


Date:  ft ol  Qo  ^ 


DHR  Project  File  No.  2CI03-60TI-E 


CfcC  - 


FLORIDA  DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Glenda  i.  Hood 
Secretary  of  State 

DIVISION  OF  HISTORICAL  RESOURCES 


Lieutenant  Colonel  Anthony  A,  Fori 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
6  CES/CC 

7621  Hillsborough  Loop  Drive 
MacDill  AFB,  Florida  33621-5207 

RE:  DHR  Project  File  Number:  2003-601 1  -C 


March  12,2004 


tenovat 


;  552  Air  Ground 


Equipment  Facility,  MacDill  Air  Force  Bnse,  Hillsborough  County 


Dear  Lt,  Coi  Fori: 


Our  office  received  and  re  viewed  the  above  referenced  project  in  accordance  with  Section  106  of  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of 1 966 ,  as  amended  and  36  CFR  Pari  800:  Protection  of  Historic 
Properties. 

We  note  that  Building  552  (8HI5315)  is  a  contributing  resource  to  the  MacDill  Field  Historic  District. 
Based  on  the  information  provided,  this  office  concurs  with  the  finding  that  the  proposed  undertaking 
will  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the  historic  character  of  Building  552. 

This  office  concurs  with  your  justification  tixat  in  order  for  MacDill  AFB  to  achieve  the  operational 
needs  of  the  6*  Maintenance  Squadron,  Building  552  will  need  to  be  modified. 

To  mitigate  the  adverse  effect,  MacDill  AFB  has  provided  Historic  American  Buildings  Survey  (HABS) 
Level  IH  documentation  for  Building  552.  It  is  the  opinion  of  this  office  that  the  HABS  documentation 
will  serve  as  adequate  mitigation  for  the  adverse  effect. 

If  you  have  any  questions  concern  ing  our  comments,  please  contact  Scott  Edwards,  Historic  . 
Preservationist,  by  electronic  mail  sedsvards@dos. state.fl. us,  or  at  850-245-6333  or  800-847-7278. 

Sincerely, 


Frederick  Gaske,  Acting  Director,  and 
Deputy  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 


500  S.  Broimugh  Street  •  Tallahassee,  FL  32399-0250  •  http://www.flhcritage.com 

s  Office  □  Archaeological  Research  13  Historic  Preservation  O  Historical  Museums 


□  Director's  Office 
(850)  245-63®  «  FAX:  245-6435 


(850)  245-6444  •  FAX:  245-6436 


(850)  245-6333  *  FAX:  245-6437  (8S0)  245-6400  *  FAX:  245-6433 


D  Palm  Beach  Regional  Office 
(561)  279-1475  »  FAX:  279-1476 


CJ  St  Augustine  Regional  Office 
(904)  825-5045  *  FAX:  825-5044 


□  Tampa  Regional  Office 
(813)  272-3843  «  FAX:  272-2340 


MACD1LL  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  FLORIDA 

"  .  [OCT  S'  5  m 

MEMORANDUM  FOR  DIVISION  OF  HISTORIC  RESOURCES 

FROM:  6CES/CC 

7621  Hillsborough  Loop  Drive 
MacDill  AFB  33621-5207 

SUBJECT;  Adverse  Effect  Resulting  from  Renovation  of  Building  552  at  MacDill  Air  Force 
Base  (AFB) 

1.  MacDill  AFB  intends  to  renovate  the  interior  and  exterior  of  Building  552,  the  Air  Ground 
Equipment . (AGE)  Facility,  located  at  the  northern  end  of  ti^MacDiU  TieldJIlstoric  District, — — 
The  building  is  not  individually  eligible  for  the  national  register,  however,  it  is  considered 
eligible  as  part  of  a  district.  Building  552  was  constructed  in  1942  for  use  as  a  warehouse,  but  is 
used  today  as  a  maintenance  facility.  A  large  addition  was  constructed  on  the  northern  end  of  the 
building  in  1 967  which  effectively  doubled  the  size  of  the  building. 

2.  The  proposed  renovation  activities  will  change  the  exterior  and  interior  appearance  of 

Building  552.  Exterior  renovations  would  include  replacement  of  the  existing  shallow-pitch 
asphalt  shingle  roof  with  a  standing  seam  metal  roof,  replacement  of  the  exterior  mounted 
ventilation  system,  replacement  of  all  windows  and  overhead  d  oors,  construction  of  a  snail 
addition  for  the  high  bay  maintenance  area  on  the  back  (northwest  comer)  of  the  building, 
construction  of  a  new  entry  way  on  the  front  (southeast  comer)  of  the  building,  and  finally  the 
application  of  stucco  on  exterior  walls.  " 

3 .  Interior  renovations  would  involve  replacement  of  the  existing  wooden  rafters  and  support 
beams  with  steel  web  joists  that  span  the  entire  building,  replacement  of  light  fixtures,  and 
reorganization  of  interior  walls  to  create  a  consolidated  admimstrative/office  area. 

4.  The  planned  renovations  would  result  in  some  significant  changes  to  the  exterior  and  interior 
of  the  building.  These  changes  are  designed  to  improve  the  work  environment  and  bring  the 
facility  into  compliance  with  base  architectural  standards.  Although  the  facility  is  not 
architecturally  unique,  individually  eligible  for  the  National  Register,  and  has  been  previously 
modified  with  a  large  addition,  the  .Air  Force  finds  that  interior  and  exterior  modification  of 
Building  552,  as  proposed,  would  have  an  adverse  effect  on  cultural  resources  at  MacDill  AFB. 
Thorough  documentation  of  the  condition,  constructions  details,  site  location,  cost  of 
construction,  as  well  as  photographic  documentation  of  the  building  including  large  format  black 
and  white  photographs,  have  been  prepared  for  Building  552  through  completion  of  a  Historic 
American  Building  Survey  (HABS)  of  MacDill  AFB  in  1994.  A  copy  of  the  HABS  data  for 
Building  552  is  attached.  MacDill  believes  that  the  extensive  documentation  of  Building  552 
serves  as  mitigation  for  the  adverse  effect  resulting  from  the  proposed  renovation  activities. 
MacDill  AFB  seeks  concurrence  from  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  that  the  proposed 
renovation  of  Building  552  would  have  an  adverse  effect  on  historic  resources  on  MacDill  AFB 


but  the  HABS  docwnentation  will  sufficiently  mitigate  the  adverse  effect.  Consequently,  we 
intend  to  proceed  with  proposed  renovation  of  Building  552.  If  you  agree,  please  sign  where 
indicated  below. 

5,  Please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  us  for  further  clarification  or  discussion.  If  you  have  any 
question  about  the  proposed  renovation  of  Building  552,  please  contact  Mr.  Jason  Kirkpatrick  at 
(813)828-0459. 


AFraoSpOoTl,  Lt  Col,  USAF 
Commander,  6th  Civil  Engineer  Squadron 


Attachment: 

Historic  American  Building  Survey  Documentation  for  Building  552 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  6  CES/CC 

The  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  concurs  with  MaeDiU  Air  Force  Base's  finding  that  the 
proposed  interior  and  exterior  modifications  to  Building  552  will  have  an  adverse  effect  on 
historic  resources  on  the  MacDill  Air  Force  Base;  however,  existing  HABS  documentation 
serves  as  mitigation  for  the  adverse  effect  and  the  Air  Force  may  proceed  with  the  proposed 
renovation  activities,  ■ 


JANET  SNYDER  MATTHEWS 
State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 


Date 


update 
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NARRATIVE:  Bldg  #552,  a  one  story  concrete  block  structure,  originally  measured 
48'xl92'  but  in  1967,  the  facility  was  extended  by  156'.  The.  initial  cost  was 
$31,069.34,  The  bldg's  roof  is  flat  w /very  shallow  gable  pitch  to  provide 
drainage.  Large  sash  windows  are  common  for  this  structure.  Only  the  original 
portion  of  the  bldg  has  concrete  block  pilasters  and  wood  columns  &  trusses 
in  the  interior.  The  newer  section's  interior  Is  a  clear  span  space. 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL  REMAINS  AT  THE  SITE 
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AREAS  OF  SIGNIFICANCE:  Military,  GoverDnsnt/PoIlticsAocal/Englneerlng 

Bldg  #552  has  mostly  been  used  to  service  aircraft  ground  equipment.  The 
service  shop  is  located  on  the  east  of  the  Base's  flight  line.  The  structure 
has  always  been  considered  as  an  aircraft  operations  support  facility. 


ELIGIBLE  FOR  NAT.  REGISTER?  JL  YES  NO 

SIGNIF.  PART  OF  DISTRICT?.  JL  YES  NO 

SIGNIFICANT  AT  LOCAL  LEVEL?  JL  YES  •_  NO 


LIKELY,  NEED  INFO 
LIKELY,  NEED  INFO 
LIKELY,  NEED  INFO 


INSF  INFO 
INSF  INFO 
INSF  INFO 


SUMMARY  ON  SIGNIFICANCE:  Since  this  structure  was  completed  in  1945,  it  was  used  only  for 
a  limited  time  for  WWII,  However,  its  historical  significance  Is  connected 
with  MacDill's  role  in  the  Korean  War.  The  bldg  became  the  home  to  repair  and 
service  all  necessary  ground  equipment  that  was  used  to  support  the  newly 
introduced  jet  fighters  of  the  Korean  War. 
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clip.  Label  the  print  itself  with  at  least:  the 
FMSF  site  number  {survey  number  or  site  name  if 
mot  available),  direction  and  date  of  photograph. 
Prints  larger  than  contact  size  are  preferable. 
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further  architectural  work  involving  additions,  removals,  and/or 
alterations  should  be  done  in  full  accordance  with  the  Secretary  of 
Interior's  Standards  for  Rehabilitation. 


BUILDING .523: 


Building  523  is  eligible  for  listing  in  the  National  Register  as 
part  of  the  MacOill  Field  Historic  District.  It  is  associated  with 
the  World  War  II  construction  and  development  of  the  Base  and  the 
military  training  effort,  and  its  architecture  reflects  its  historic 
period  and  function.  Building  523  is  one  of  the  few  high-style 
Mediterranean  Revival  style  structures  originally  built  on  the  Base* 
and  is  one  of  three  relatively  intact  duplex  structures  in  the 
historic  district.  Minor  changes  include  a  kitchen  addition  to  the 
rear  and  the  closure  of  porches.  However,  the  duplex  retains  most 
of  its  architectural  features  such  as  arched  openings,  massing,  and 
general  Interior  layout.  Building  523  should  be  preserved  and 
further  architectural  work  involving  additions,  removals,  and/or 

^tgT^tow^hotrtd~fae^ong-iTrftt11^tcoT^«m€e-^tli-the  Secretary-^ 

Interior's  Standards  for  Rehabilitation. 


BUILDING  527:  Building  527  is  one  of  the  more  uniquely  massed  structures  on  the 

Base,  and  is  eligible  for  listing  in  the  National  Register  as  part 
of  the  MacDill  Field  Historic  District.  It  is  associated  with  the 
World  War  II  construction  and  development  of  the  Base  and  the 
military  training  effort,  and  its  architecture  reflects  Its  historic 
period  and  function.  Building  527  also  is  one  of  the  few  buildings 
on  Base  that  retains  most  of  its  interior  and  exterior  integrity. 
The  arched  garage  door  openings,  cross  gable  end  detail,  and 
original  picture  window  all  contribute  to  Its  unique  architectural 
character.  It  is  also  the  only  historic  structure  designed  by  an 
off-Base  entity— In  this  case  the  Standard  Oil  Company  of 
Louisville,  Kentucky.  Building  527  should  be  preserved  and  further 
architectural  work  Involving  additions,  removals,  and/or  alterations 
should  be  done  in  full  accordance  with  the  Secretary  of  Interior's 
Standards  for  Rehabilitation. 


BUILDING  552;  Building  552  still  maintains  enough  of  Its  architectural  integrity 

to  be  eligible  far  listing  In  the  National  Register  as  part  of  the 
MacDill  Field  Historic  District.  It  is  associated  with  the  World 
War  II  construction  and  development  of  the  Base  and. the  military 
training  effort,  and  its ^architecture  reflects  its  historic  period 
and  function.  While  it  Is  of  common  type  and  deslgq  (a  warehouse), 

'  it  is  peculiar  to  the  place,  and  is  a  surviving  example  of  historic 

resources  that  have  been  lost  in  Florida  and  across  the  country.  In 
1967  the  building  was  lengthened,  but  the  addition  is  compatible 
with  the  original  structure.  Although  the  interior  has  been 
modified  into  a  repair  shop,  roost  of  its  exterior  architectural 
j  features  remain  intact.  The  building  retains  its  shallow  gable 

roof,  large  industrial  windows,  and  articulated  bays  of  the  original 
structure.  .  Building  552  should  be  preserved  and  further 
architectural  work  involving  additions,  removals,  and/or  alterations 
should  be  done  In  full  accordance  with  the  Secretary  of  Interior's 
Standards  for  Rehabilitation. 


Ill  -  21 


Bldg.  Bldg. 

Number  Name 

at  £? ** a*4*£g.M s»«s sk at  «s aaastt* as  as  ««s Sttssss  =55=:^; 

0527  Vehicle  Shop 


HABS 

Level 

ttttSSSSSSSS 

m 


NR  elig.  NR  elig.  NOT 

Indlv.  District  elig. 

3SK  SK  m  m  mm  m  m  as  ssrsss  as  at  ss  «as»  ax  2*5^2=?=;=*=:^=*—^^ : 

X 


0537  Temporary  Offices  MODERN  BUIL0ING-N0T  INCLUDED  * 


0552  Storage  Fac.  Ill  .  X 


0731  Storage  Fac.  II  X 
0927  Water  Pump  Station  III  X4 
0928  Water  Pump  Station  III  X4 


1050  Maintenance  Shop  III 


1.  Buildings  25  and  41  were  not  part  of  this  project,  but  in  the  course  of  our 
research  were  determined  to  be  historic  and  potentially  significant  In -historic 
association  and/or  architecture.  Building  25  was  later  determined  to  have  been 
built  past  the  scope  of  this  project,  and  thus  would  not  be  eligible  as  part  of 
the  HacDI 11  Field  Historic  District. 

2.  Building  184  was  originally  surveyed  briefly  by  Engineering-Science.  This 
building  was  added  to  this  list  due  to  its  scheduled  demolition  in  1993, 

3.  Building  205  requires  further  study  to  determine  if  it  is  eligible  individually 
on  the  basis  of  historic  significance.  It  was  not  eligible  architecturally  but 
is  eligible  as  part  of  the  historic  district. 

4.  These  buildings,  due  to  their  relative  isolation  from  the  other .  historic 
structures,  should  be  included  In  the  historic  district  through  a  Multiple 
Property  process. 

5.  The  architectural  integrity s  of  Building  397  (Officers'  Club)  had  been 
significantly  compromised  through  modern 'renovations  and  additions.  Therefore 
it  was  not  a  strong  candidate  for  individual  listing  in  the  National  Register. 

6.  Level  I  HABS  drawings  were  completed  of  a  representative  type  of  both  the 
General's  Loop  and  NCO  housing  complexes  due  to  the  similar  design  of  the 
buildings  of  each  complex.  Each  of  the  NCO  houses  retained  their  architectural 
integrity.  However,  two  of  the  Generals'  Loop  houses  had  been  somewhat 
compromised  by  additions:  Building  401  contained  a  fairly  sympathetic  kitchen 
addition  but  the  entire  front  elevation  of  Building  403  had  been  compromised  with 
a  full  length  one-story  addition.  However,  the  feel  of  a  historic  district  is 
still  present,  even  with  the  additions. 


Ill  -  7 


EXISTING  CONDITIONS  REPORT 


0523  Excellent 


Concrete 


Minor 


Duplex  is  small  by  today's  standards;  too  close  to  flight  line;  noisy; 
isolated  from  rest  of  the  base  residential  areas 


0527'  Good 


Concrete 


Bldg  not  very  adaptable  for  offices;  could  be  used  for  vehicle  maintenance 


Bldg  #537  was  deleted  from  the  original  survey  list 


'0552  |  Fair 


Concrete  &  Wood 


derate 


Bldg  can  be  adapted  for  maintenance,  offices  and/or  storage;  insufficient 
HVAC  system;  lacks  handicap  accessibility;  close  to  flight  line  . 


0731 


Concrete  Block 


Bldg  can  be  adapted  for  offices  and/or  storage;  lacks  windows  &  handicap 
access ib 11 it 


■ 


0927  j  Good 


Wood 


Average 


Bldg  should  remain  a  Water  Pump  House;  due  to  machinery,  Interior  lacks 
flexibility  to  be  use  for  off  ices/storage  _ 


0928  |  Good 


Wood 


Average 


Major 


Bldg  too  small  to  be  used  for  anything  other  than  a  Water  Pump  House 


1050  Good 


Concrete 


Moderate 


Good 


Limited  office  potential;  works  well  for  maintenance  &  shop  purposes;  lacks 
handicap  access;  interior  space  not  very  flexible 


Notes : 

1  .*  Prior  to  any  site  and/or  ground  disturbance,  an  archaeological  survey  must 
be  conducted  to  assess  potentially  significant  remains, 

2.  All  structures  should  be  reviewed  by  an  architect  and/or  engineer  prior  to 
any  construction. 


V  -  9 


MacDill  Air  Force  Base, 

Supply  and  Equipment  Warehouse  {Building  No.  552) 
7409  Hangar  Loop  Drive 
Tampa 

Hillsborough  County 
Florida 


PHOTOGRAPHS 


\ 


HABS  No.  FL- 384 -All 


V 


Historic  American  Building  Survey 
National  Park  Service 
Southeast  Region 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30303 


May  04  05  09:02a 


P-2 


FLORIDA  DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Glenda  E.  Hood 
Secretary  of  5tntc 

DIVISION  OF  HISTORICAL  RESOURCES 


Colonel  Donald  J.  Halpin  March  14,  2005 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

6lU  Air  Mobility  Wing 

8202  Hangar  Loop  Drive.  Suite  1 

MacDill  AFB,  Florida  33621 


RE:  DHR  Project  File  Number;  2003-60 1 1  -E 

Memorandum  of  Agreement  (MOA)  for  the  Renovation  of  Building  552  Air  Ground 
Equipment  Facility,  MacDill  Air  Force  Base,  Hillsborough  County 


Dear  Colonel  Halpin: 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures  contained  in  36  CFR  Part  800,  this  office  reviewed  and  signed 
the  original  copy  of  the  referenced  Memorandum  of  Agreement.  We  are  returning  the  signed 
original  copy  of  the  Agreement,  and  retaining  a  photocopy  for  our  files.  Please  accept  our 
apology  for  the  delay  in  our  return  of  the  document. 

If  you  have  any  questions  concerning  our  comments,  please  contact  Scott  Edwards,  Historic 
Preservationist,  by  electronic  mail  sedMrCirds@dos.statc.fl.us.  or  at  850-245-6333  or  800-847- 
7278. 


Sincerely, 

Frederick  Gaskc,  Director,  and 
State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 


500  S.  Uronuuuh  Street  -  Tallahassee,  FL  72399-0250  -  http://www.nhcritaje.cnm 

3  Director's  Office  □  Archaeological  Research  3  Historic  I'roservabon  □  Historical  Museums 

(SSOt  2'15-TOOO  •  TAX:  215-M35  (#30)  243-6444  •  FAX:  245-6436  (K50)  215-6333  •  FAX;  245-6407  (X50)  346-6400  •  FAX:  245-6433 

□  Palm  Reach  Regional  Office  O  Si.  Auguatinc  Regional  Office  3  Tampa  Regional  Office 

(V>1)27?-W3- FAX:  279-1476  (904)  825-5045  •  FAX  £5-3044  (813)  272-.384R  ■  FAX:  272-2-40 


MEMORANDUM  OF  AGREEMENT 


WHEREAS,  MacDill  Air  Force  Base  (AFB)  has  determined  that  the  renovation  of 
Building  #552,  a  contributing  structure  in  the  proposed  MacDill  Field  Historic  District, 
will  have  an  adverse  effect  on  that  structure,  and  has  consulted  with  the  Florida  State 
Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO)  pursuant  to  36  CFR  Part  800,  regulations 
implementing  Section  1 06  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  (16  U.S.C.  470f); 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  MacDill  AFB  and  SHPO  agree  that  the  undertaking  shall 
be  implemented  in  accordance  with  the  following  stipulation  in  order  to  take  into  account 
the  effect  of  the  undertaking  on  historic  properties. 


Stipulations 

MacDill  AFB  will  ensure  that  the  following  measures  are  carried  out: 

1 .  MacDill  AFB  shall  submit  a  copy  of  Historic  American  Building  Survey  Level 
TTT  documentation  for  Building  No.  552  to  the  Florida  SHPO. 

Execution  of  this  Memorandum  of  Agreement  by  MacDill  AFB  and  the  Florida 
SHPO  and  implementation  of  its  terms  arc  evidence  that  MacDill  AFB  has  afforded  the 
Council  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  demolition  and  its  effect  on  historic  properties, 
and  that  MacDill  AFB  has  taken  into  account  the  effects  of  the  undertaking  on  historic 
properties. 


Date:  t~l  Y 


Florida  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 


Date:  ft ol  Qo  ^ 


DHR  Project  File  No.  2CI03-60TI-E 
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APPENDIX  D 

AIR  EMISSION  CALCULATIONS  LOR  PROJECT 


April  2005 


FINAL 


Construction  Sfto  Air  Emissions 

Combustive  Emissions  of  ROG,  NOx,  302.  CO  and  PM10  Due  to  Construction 


12/14/2004 


1  -Nov -04 


Input- 


Total  Building  Area: 

14,400 

Total  Paved  Area: 

4,200 

ft* 

Total  Disturbed  Area: 

0.4 

aGres 

Construction  Duration: 

1,2 

years 

Annual  Construction  Activity: 

206  days/yr 

include  summary  of  construction  SF  here,  very  brief 


Results: [Average  per  Year  Over  tti 

ie  Constrt 

ictlon  Period] 

ROG 

NOx 

S02 

CO 

PM1Q 

Emissions,  tbs/day 

12.97 

21.51 

1.04 

19.69 

1.63 

Emissions,  tons/vr 

1.34 

2.22 

0.11 

2.03 

0.17 

Calculation  of  Unmitigated  Emissions 


Summary  of  input  Parameters 


ROG 

NOx 

S02 

CO 

PM10 

Total  new  acres  disturbed: 

0.41 

0.41 

0,41 

0.41 

0.41 

Total  new  acres  caved: 

0.10 

0.10 

0.10 

0.10 

0.10 

Total  new  buiklina  space,  ft2: 

14,400 

14.400 

14.400 

14.400 

14.400 

T otal  years: 

1.20 

1.20 

1.20 

1.20 

1.20 

Area  araded,  acres  in  1  vr: 

0.34 

0.34 

0.34 

0.34 

0.34 

Area  payed,acres  in  1  yr; 

0.03 

0.08 

0.08 

o.oa 

0.08 

_ Mfegace,  ft2  in  1..yr: 

12.000 

12,000 

12,000 

12.000 

12.000 

Annual  Emissions  by  Source  iibs/c 

lay) _ 

ROG 

NOx 

S02 

CO 

PM10 

Grading  Eauroment 

0.1 

0.6 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1 

Asphalt  Pavino 

0.0 

0,0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

Stationary  Eauicment 

2.0 

1.6 

0.1 

0.4 

0.1 

Mobile  Eauipment 

1.9 

19.3 

0.9 

19.2 

1.4 

Architectural  Coatinas  fNorHRes) 

. 8.9 

0.0 

0.0 

0-0 

QJL 

Total  Emissions  (Ibs/davl: 

130 

21.5 

1.0 

19.7 

1.6 

Emission  Factgs 

Reference:  Air  Quality  Thresholds  of  Significance.  5MAGMD,  1994. 


12/14/2004 


Source 

SMAOMD  Emission  Factor  ! 

ROG 

NOx 

S02  * 

CO* 

PM10 

Grading  Equipment 

2.50E-01  Ibs/acre/day 

1  60F+00  Ibs/acre/day 

0.11  Ibs/acre/day 

0.35  Ibs/acre/day 

2.80E-01  Ibs/acre/day 

Asphalt  Pavinq 

2.62E-01  Ibs/acre/dav 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Stationary  Equipment 

1.63E-04  Ibs/day/ft' 

1.37E-04  Ibs/day/ft3 

9.1  IE-06  Ibs/day/ft2 

2.97E-Q5  Ibs/day/ft3 

8.00E-06  ibs/day/ft3 

Mobile  Equipment 

1.60E-04  Ibs/day/ft' 

MmgEMmmm i 

iiPMPia 

8.15E-02  Ibs/dav/ff 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA  I 

*  Factors  for  grading  equipment  and  stationary  equipment  are  calculated  from  AP-42  for  diesel  engines  using  ratios  with  the  NOx  factors. 
Factors  for  mobile  equipment  are  calculated  from  ratios  with  MobileSa  2001  NOx  emission  factors  tor  heavy  duty  trucks  for  each  site. 


Construction  Site  Air  Emissions 

Combustlve  Emissions  of  ROG,  NOx,  502,  CO  and  PM10  Due  to  Construction 


12/14/2004 


1  -Nov-04 


Input; 


Total  Building  Area; 

15,840 

ff 

Total  Paved  Area: 

4,620 

ft* 

Total  Disturbed  Area: 

0.5 

acres 

Construction  Duration: 

1.2 

years 

Annual  Construction  Activity: 

206 

days/yr 

include  summary  of  demolition  SF  and  construction  SF  here,  very  brief 


Results:[Average  per  Year  Over  the  Construction  Period! 


ROG 

NOx 

S02 

CO 

PM10 

Emissions,  Ibs/dav 

13.81 

23.67 

1.15 

21.66 

1,80 

Emissions,  tons/yr 

1,42 

2.44 

0.12 

2,23 

0.18 

Calculation  of  Unmitigated  Emissions 


Summary  of  Input  Parameters 


ROG 

NOx 

mm 

CO 

mm 

Total  new  acres  disturbed; 

0.45 

0.45 

0.45 

0.45 

0.11 

0.11 

■mn 

. 0.11 . 

0.11 

Total  new  buiWina  space,  ft2: 

15J40 

15.840 

15.840 

15,840 

1.20 

1.20 

1.20 

Area  oraded.  acres  in  1  vn 

0.38 

0.38 

0.38 

0.38 

Q.38 

Area  paved,  acres  in  1  yr: 

QOS 

0.09 

0.09 

0.09 

Buifdina  soace,  ft2  in  1  vr. 

13,200 

13.200 

13.200 

Annual  Emissions  bv  Source  ilbs/c 

tavi 

ROG 

NOx 

S02 

CO 

PM10 

Gradina  Equipment 

0-1 

0.6 

0.0 

0.1 

0.1 

Asphalt  Pavinq 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

Stationary  Equipment 

2,2. 

1.8 

0.1 

0.4 

0.1 

Mobile  Equipment 

2.1 

21.3 

. 1.0 

21.1 

1.6 

Architectural  Coatinos  (Non-Res) 

9.4 

0.0 

0.0 

r  0.0 

0.0 

_ Total  Emissions  (Ibs/day): . 

13.8 

23.7 

1.1 

21.7 

1.8 

Emission  Factors 

Reference:  Air  Quality  Thresholds  of  Significance,  SMAQMD,  1994. 


12/14/2004 


Source 

SMAQMD  Emission  Factor 

ROG 

NOx 

S02  * 

CO* 

PM10 

Grading  Equipment 

2.50E-01  Ibs/acre/day 

1.60E+00  Ibs/acre/day 

0.11  Ibs/acre/day 

0.35  Ibs/acre/day 

2.80E-01  Ibs/acre/day 

Asphalt  Pavinq 

2.62E-01  Ibs/acre/dav 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Stationary  Equipment 

1.68E-04  Ibs/d ay/ft2 

1.37E-04  lbs/day/ft2 

9.1  IE-06  lbs/day/ft2 

2.97E-05  lbs/day/ft2 

8.00E-06  lbs/day/ft2 

Mobile  Equipment 

1.60E-04  lbs/day/ft2 

1.61E-03  lbs/day/ft2 

7.48E-05  lbs/day/ft2 

0.0016  lbs/day/ft2 

1.20E-04  lbs/day/ft2 

Architectural  Coatings  (Non-Res) 

8.15E-02  Ibs/dav/ft 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Factors  for  grading  equipment  and  stationary  equipment  are  calculated  from  AP-42  for  diesel  engines  using  ratios  with  the  NOx  factors. 
Factors  for  mobile  equipment  are  calculated  from  ratios  with  Mobile5a  2001  NOx  emission  factors  for  heavy  duty  trucks  for  each  site. 
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MacDill  AFB,  Florida 


APPENDIX  E 

ERP  SITE  SUMMARIES 
FOR 

SOLID  WASTE  MANAGEMENT  UNIT  (SWMU)  29  &  61,  SITE  38 


April  2005 


FINAL 


Site  Summary  for  SWMU29 

Environmental  Restoration  Program,  MacDill  AFB,  FL 


Site  ID: 

SWMU29 

r . . . 

i 

Site  Name: 

Age  Building,  Vinyl  Chloride 
Inves 

. 

Air  Force  ID: 

OTU29 

! 

|  * 

1 

....... 

#  ,\ 

Regulatory  Program: 

RCRA 

|  t  •/•'lT  yj;'A 

*-N  i"-T-  \ 

Air  Force  Program: 

IRP 

.V  i  -w 

:  ..re  i 

Current  Phase: 

NFA 

j 

Site  Status: 

No  Further  Action 

V 

'  N 

Relative  Risk: 

No  Risk 

VINYL  CNWWDEAftE* 

1 

Site  Closure; 

12/11/1997 

1 

SWMU29 


Primary  Coitlaminants  of  Potential  Concern 

jCiroundivaten  Vinyl  chloride 

jSuils;  None  Identified 

[Surface  water;  None  Identified 

[Sediments:  None  Identified 

[Build iogs/structures:  None  Identified 


Physical  Setting 

This  area  is  at  the  northeastern  section  of  the  base,  adjacent  to  the  Aerospace  Ground  Equipment  (AGE)  building. 

Narrative 

Since  the  1940s,  it  has  been  used  for  aircraft  cleaning  and  maintenance,  including  the  cleaning  of  aircraft  parts. 
This  site  was  previously  validated  as  site  OT-27.  Site  29  has  been  incorporated  into  the  investigation  of 
SWMU61,  the  Chlorinated  Solvent  Plume. 


Summary  of  Activities  to  Date 

Started  Com  pitted 

10/1/1996  !  0/1/1996 


Category 

Document  Submittal 


Activity  or  Milestone 
RFI  Report 


Government  Contact 
MacDill  AFB 
6  CESCEVR 

7621  Hillsborough  Loop  Drive  (Bldg.30) 

MacDtII  APB,  FL  33621 

POC:  Anthony  Gennaro 

Phone:  (813)828-0764 

Fas;  (813)828-0731 

Email:  antbony.genimro@maeGtll.afmil 


Contractor  on  Site 

Earth  Tech 

10  Patewood  Drive 

Building  VI,  Suite  500 

Greenville ,  SC  2%  15 

POC:  Gregg  Branham 

Phone:  (864)234-3583 

Fax:  (864)234-3069 

Email:  gregg___branhnm@earthtech.com 


LiLl* 


Site  Summary  for  Site38 
Environmental  Restoration  Program.  MaeDill  AFB,  FL 


Site  ID; 

Site38 

Site  Name: 

-  — . 1 . . . 1 . 

Fonncr  fuel  Slornsc  Arcij  1 
(Site  A) 

..  v. 

Air  Force  ID; 

ST038 

Regulatory  Program: 

Petroleum 

'"VJ  \ 

•  .  \ 

Air  Force  Program; 

IRP 

C  urrent  Phase: 

RA-O 

-  ; 

Site  Status; 

Remedial  Action  in  Place 

j  '  '% 

'•  '  1  ■  J 

.  “V  -.  J  1 

Relative  Risk; 

No  Risk 

FORSrtf!  fV£l  I7WXK 

Site  Closure: 

12/31/2021  est. 

.Site38 


Primary  Contammanfs  of  Potential  Concern 


Groundwater; 

!  Soils; 

iSorfit  eewater; 
Sediments; 

{Buiktragl/^riietures: 


Trimethyl  benzene,  benene,  ethylbenzene,  tetracloroethylene,  toluene,  vmylchlonde,  xylene 
(mixed) 

Petroleum  hydrocarbons 
None  Identified 


None  Identified 
None  Identified 


Physical  Setting 

Site  38  is  located  in  the  flight  line  area  just  off  of  Hangar  Loop  Road,  This  site  is  the  former  Fuel  Storage  Area  1, 
a  former  UST  farm.  The  site  contains  both  grassed  and  paved  areas  and  is  relatively  fiat.  The  site  also  has  an 
existing  pump  station  which  supplies  JP-8  (formerly  JP-4)  and  vehicular  diesel  (formerly  unleaded  gasoline)  to 
vehicles  on  the  flight  apron. 


Narrative 

According  to  available  information,  the  site  was  active  from  late  1940'$  to  late  1950's.  The  site  was  a  farmer  UST 


farm,  previously  used  for  the  Base  aqua  fuel  system.  Aviation  fuel  was  stored  in  eight  25,000-gallon  USTs.  The 
USTs,  reportedly  abandoned  since  the  late  1950s,  were  removed  from  the  ground  in  1989,  Three  other  USTs 
containing  engine  oil  were  discovered  in  i  990.  One  was  excavated  arid  the  other  two  abandoned  in  place  at  that 
time.  Site  records  indicate  that  a  loss  of  approximately  700  gallons  of  leaded  fuel  occurred  in  1986.  Previous 
investigations-  at  the  site  were  conducted  by  Water  and  Air  Research  in  1984,  Kirkner  and  Associates  in  1986, 
and  CH2M  Hid  in  1 989.  Groundwater  analytical  results  indicate  a  contamination  area  (undissolved  plume) 
encompassing  approximately  3  acres.  Contamination  at  the  site  is  consistent  with  the  Gasoline  Analytical  Group, 
as  defined  in  Chapter  62-770,  FAC.  After  contamination  assessment,  a  remediation  system,  consisting  of  1 4 
recovery'  wells  and  a  free  product  separation/ groundwater  treatment  system,  was  installed  in  1990  to  remove 
floating  product  and  treat  contaminated  groundwater.  The  ASTs,  pump  island,  dispensing  pumps,  and  transfer 
lines  were  replaced  in  1997,  During  replacement  of  the  ASTs,  a  large  concrete  underground  structure  was 
encountered  and  removed;  25  gallons  of  fuel  was  observed  in  the  top  of  this  structure.  Groundwater  monitoring 
and  soil  assessment  has  been  and  is  being  performed  at  this  site.  A  dual  phase  extraction  pilot  study  was 
performed  in  1998.  A  Remedial  Action  Plan  Addendum  was  developed  in  March  20(H)  and  revised  in  late  2000. 
la  2001  installation  of  a  dual  phase  extraction  system  was  completed.  Extracted  groundwater  is  pretreated  by  air 
stripping  prior  to  discharge  of  the  water  to  the  Base  wastewater  treatment  plant.  Extracted  gaseous  vapors  initially 
were  treated  using  a  hare  unit  and  later  treated  using  a  thermal  oxidizer  unit. 


Summary  of  Activities  to  Date 

Started 

Completed 

Category 

Activity  or  Milestone 

4/1/1989 

4/1/1989 

Document  Submittal 

CAR  and  RAP 

12/1  /1 989 

12/1/1989 

Field  Work 

Tank  and  soil  removal 

9/1  n  991 

9/1/1991 

Document  Submittal 

RAP  modification 

9/1/ 1995 

9/1/1995 

Document  Submittal 

Remedial  Monitoring  Annual  Report 

10/1/1996 

10/1/1996 

Document  Submittal 

Remedial  monitoring  annual  report 

5/1/1998 

7/1/1998 

Field  Work 

Dual-phase  extraction  pilot  testing 

9/1/1998 

9/1/1998 

Document  Submittal 

Remedial  action  plan  addendum 

3/1/2000 

3/1/2000 

Regulatory'  Correspondence 

RAP  Phase  T 

!  I/i/2000 

1 1/1/2000 

Regulatory'  Correspondence 

RAP  Revision 

1  I/i/2000 

3/1/2001 

Field  Work 

Dual-phase  extraction  system  completed 

5/1/2001 

4/30/2002 

Document  Submittal 

Annual  Operations  and  Monitoring  Report 

1  i/1/2001 

1 1/1/2001 

Field  Work 

Sampling  monitoring  wells 

7/31/2002 

7/31/2002 

Document  Submittal 

Annual  operations  and  monitoring  report 

M/26/2002 

!  i/26/2002 

Document  Submittal 

Quarterly  groundwater  sampling  results 

4/15/2003 

4/15/2003 

Document  Submittal 

Quarterly  Tech  Memo  and  monitoring  data 

Government  Contact 
MaeDMI  AFB 

Remedial  Project  Manager 

Installation  Restoration  Program 

MacDill  AFB,  FL  33621 

POC:  Kenneth  Domakc 

Phone:(813)828-0764 

Fax:  (813)828-073 1 

Email:  kenneth.domako@raacdill,af.mil 


Contractor  on  Site 
Earth  Tech 
1 0  Patcwood  Drive 
Building  VI,  Suite  500 
Greenville,  SC  29615 
PQC:  Dave  Oiiphant 
Phone:  (864)234-3560 
Fax:  (864)234-3069 
Email:  dave_oliphsnt@earthtech.com 
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Site  Summary  for  SWMU61 
Environmental  Restoration  Program,  MacDill  AFR,  FL 


Site  ID; 

Site  Name: 

SWMU61 

.  . 

Chlorinated  Solvent  Plume 

. . ■’•—'A  SWWS1 

:  * 

Air  Force  ID: 

SS06I 

| 

Regulator*  Program: 

RCRA 

Air  Forte  Fragrant: 

IRP 

t  .  .  •  •  '.■■■•  M 

;  M 

’i  i 

Current  Phase: 

RA-C 

*  .  '  v 

“f 

Site  Status: 

Remedial  Action  - 
Construction 

•  ; . •  ..  / 

"it,  •  7 

• .  '"I:,  ••  •  ^  ~  s  '  i 

Relative  Risk: 

High 

;=•  i 

VJKYtCm,<^€A»£A  V  , 

Site  Closure: 

12/31/2021  est. 

Primary  Contaminants  of  Potential  Concern 

SWMII6I 

ICroundwater;  Chlorinated  VOCs,  arsenic 

'Soils:  None  Identified 

jSurfate  water;  None  Identified 

jSediments:  None  Identified 

[Buildings/strucmm:  None  Identified 

.  and  petroleum  j 

1 

I 

1 

1 

Physical  Setting 

SWMli  6!  is  located  in  the  northeast  portion  of  the  Base  along  the  north  apron  of  the  flightlme,  The  site  is  about 
30  acres  in  size,  SWMU  61  is  hounded  on  the  west  by  Kingfisher  Avenue,  and  on  the  east  by  the  Hillsborough 
Bay,  To  the  north,  the  site  is  bounded  by  North  Boundary  Boulevard,  while  the  southern  extent  is  Florida  Keys 
Avenue,  The  site  includes  an  area  which  is  approximately  14.25  million  square  feet. 


Narrative 

The  initial  presence  of  chlorinated  solvents  was  mainly  confirmed  through  previous  investigations  at  Site  57 
(Pumphouse  77)  in  1993-1994,  and  at  the  AGF,  Building  Vinyl  Chloride  area  (SWMU  29)  in  1993- 1 994.  In 


January  1998,  SWMU  29  was  formally  incorporated  in  SWMU  61  Investigations.  Chlorinated  VOC&  were  also 
detected  in  groundwater  at  Site  57,  North  Apron,  which  is  located  south  of  PH  V.  The  primary  site  contaminants 
at  SWMU  61  include  trichloroethylene  (TCE).  1,2-dicbloroethene  (1,2-DCE),  vinyl  chloride,  and  1,2- 
dichloroeihane(l,2-DCA).  The  source  of  the  VOC-s,  including  TCE  and  two  of  its  degradation  products,  1,2~ 
DCE  and  vinyl  chloride,  has  not  yet  been  determined.  A  RCRA  Facility  Investigation  (RPT)  Report  was  finalized 
in  1 999.  A  groundwater  monitoring  program  was  initiated  to  evaluate  MNA  as  a  potential  remedy  for 
groundwater.  Groundwater  flow  and  transport  modeling  is  currently  being  conducted  A  Corrective  Measures 
Study  (CMS)  for  SWMU  6 1  will  be  performed  following  completion  of  the  groundwater  modeling  efforts  in 
2002. 


Summary  of  Activities  Is  Oal* 


Started 

Cum  pitted 

Category 

Activity  or  MUtstont 

10/1/1 994 

10/1/1994 

Owjment  Submittal 

Draft  Vinyl  Chloride  Investigation  Report 

6/1/1998 

6/1/1998 

Document  Submittal 

Draft  RFI 

12/1/1998 

12/1/1998 

Document  Submittal 

Groundwater  monitoring  plan 

1/1/1999 

1/1/2000 

Document  Submittal 

Annual  Monitoring  Report 

1 0/1/1999 

1 0/1/1999 

Document  Submittal 

RFI  Report 

10/1/1999 

10/1/1999 

Field  Work 

Risk  Assessment 

11/16/1999 

11/16/1999 

Regulatory  Correspondence 

EPA  letter 

4/28/2000 

4/28/2000 

Document  Submittal 

Annual  Monitoring  Report 

4/28/2001 

4/28/2001 

Document  Submittal 

Annual  Monitoring  Report 

2/7/2003 

2/7/2003 

Document  Submittal 

Treatability  Study  Work  Plan  Revision  I 

2/26/2003 

2/26/2003 

Document  Submittal 

Final  Comprehensive  Groundwater  Sampling  Work 
Plan  Revision  2 

3/4/2003 

3/4/2003 

Document  Submittal 

Groundwater  Flow  Modeling  Report 

3/21/2003 

3/24/2003 

Document  Submittal 

Basewide  Water  Level  Measurement  Effort:  Rev,  0 

4/1 8/2003 

4/18/2003 

Regulatory  Correspondence 

EPA  letter 

4/1 8/2003 

4/18/2003 

Regulatory  Correspondence 

DEP  Letter. 

Government  Contact 
MacDill  AFB 
6  CE5/LEQ 

7621  Hillsborough  Loop  Drive  (Bldg.30) 

MacDill  AFB,  FL  33621 

POC;  Richard  Burnette 

Phone:  (81.1)828-4554 

Fax: (8 (3)828-0731 

Emml:  richardbumettefajmaedil  I.  af.mil 

MacDill  AFB 
Remedial  Project  Manager 
Installation  Restoration  Program 
MacDill  AFB.  FL  3362! 

POC;  Kenneth  Domako 
Phone:(813)828-0764 


Contractor  on  Sit* 

Earth  Tech 

7102  W.  Boundary  Road 

MacDill  AFB,  FL  33621 

POC:  Ellen  Eveland 

Phone: (813)840-2700 

Fax: (813)840-91 13 

Rina  ill  el  len_evel  and@eartlttech.com 

Earth  Tech 
i  0  Patewood  Drive 
Building  VI,  Suite  $00 
Greenville ,  SC  29615 
POC:  Greag  Branham 
Phone: (864)234-3583 


Environmental  Assessment  for 
Renovation  and  Small  Addition  for  AGE  Facility 
MacDill  AFB,  Florida 


APPENDIX  F 

COST  FORMS  (1391  AND  3052) 


April  2005 


FINAL 


(^E'rODMTiDfJ 
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JUN  2  0  2003 


1.  COMPONENT 
AIR  FORCE 


FY  2003  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 
(computar  generated) 


3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 
MACDILL  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  FLORIDA 


AGE  MAINTENANCE  FACILITY 
REPAIR  AGE  FACILITY 
ADD  TO  AGE  FACILITY 
SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 
LANDSCAPING 
DEMOLITION 

SUBTOTAL 

CONTINGENCY  (  .5  %) 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (  3.0  %) 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 


2  ■  620 
(  1,974  > 

(  647  ) 

262 
(  72) 
(  190) 

2,882 

14 

2,897 

87 

2,984 

3,000 


10.  Description  of  Proposed  Construction:  Standing  seam  metal  roof:  stucco  finish 
over  the  concrete  masonry  unit  exterior  walls;  replaces  windows  and  doors;  reconfigures 
the  interior  administrative  office  spaces;  landscape  and  repave  the  POV  parking  area. 
Construct  a  high  bay  service  area;  a  defined  point  of  entry;  and  a  new  entrance  from 
Hangar  Loop  Drive.  Demolishes  an  obsolete  wash  rack  and  its  associated  equipment. 


11.  REQUIREMENT:  1.756  SM 


ADEQUATE:  0  SM 


SUBSTANDARD:  1,379  SM 


PROJECT :  Project  repairs  and  adds  to  the  AGE  Maintenance  Facility,  building  SS2. 

(Current  Mission) 


REQPI RFMSNT :  An  adequately  sized,  organized  and  equipped  facility  to  improve  the 
maintenance  specialists'  efficiency  and  ability  to  service  and  repair  equipment,  and 
encourage  pride  of  ownership  in  a  safe  and  secure  workplace. 


CURRENT  SITUATION:  The  AGE  Maintenance  Facility  was  originally  constructed  in  1942  and 
added  onto  in  1967.  The  ceilings  and  door  heights  are  too  low  to  allow  entry  of  some 
AGE.  Roof  truss  support  members  are  termite  damaged  and  their  placement  interferes  with 
movement  of  equipment.  Mechanical  exhaust  equipment  has  failed  and  requires 
replacement.  Administrative  offices  ware  constructed  through  self-help  efforts  and  are 
not  centrally  located,  nor  acouetically  separate  from  the  shop  areae.  Interior  and 
exterior  finishes  are  outdated  and  do  not  meet  the  base’s  architectural  standards*  The 
restroom  facilities  are  located  in  an  adjacent  building  and  personnel  are  required  to  go 
outside  into  the  harsh  Florida  environment  to  enter  restrooms.  The  chain  hoist  is  not 
rated  for  some  of  the  heavier  pieces  of  AGE.  Windows  are  energy  wasters  and  do  not  meet 
current  Force  Protection  standards.  Thera  is  no  defined  main  entrance  to  the  building. 
Visitors  can  easily  enter  directly  into  the  hazardous  environment  of  the 
aervice/maintenance  area,  creating  a  aafety  hazard.  The  facility  is  inline  with  the 
flight  line  security  fence  and  not  having  a  defined  entrance  aloo  creates  security 


DD  FORM  1391,  DEC  76 


Previous  editions  are  obsolete. 


Page  No. 


1.  COMPONENT 
AIR  PORCH 


F¥  2053  MILITARY  CCNETROCTIOf?  PROJECT  DATA 
(computer  generated) 


3.  INSTALLATION  WTO  LOCATION 
HACPILL  AIR  TORCB  BASK,  FLORIDA 


4 .  PROJECT  TITLE 

REPAIR  S  ADD  TO  AOS  MAINTENANCE 

facility .  5552. 


S.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

|  6.  category  cods 

7,  PROJECT  HUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

41976 

216-712 

NVZK030181 

3,000 

loauati .  Lighting  fixtures  nr*  outdated  and  inefficient.  Overhand  doorj  are  hard  to 
aaintadLn  and  difficult  to  operate.  Access  to  the  parking  area  is  off  a  poorly  designed 
intersection  resulting  it  several  vehicular  accidents . 

IMPACT  If  Spft  PROVTCJ8E:  The  facility  will  continue  to  degrade.  Upgrades  ars  essential 
to  provide  Air  Force  personnel  with  a  safe  and  secure  working  environment.  The 
effectiveness  end  mere In  of  the  maintenance  staff  will  decrease.  Thi«  facility  is 
located  on  the  ‘Routs  of  Excellence* ,  a  primary  road  that  most  visitors  travel.  Failure 
to  update  the  facility  will  negatively  impact  the  health  and  safety  of  maintenance 
personnel.  It's  located  on  a  main  artery  and  is  easily  accessible,  waking  It  vulnerable 
to  security  breaches,  in  its  present  condition.  The  facility  is  not  representative  of 
the  image  the  base  wants  to  portray.  As  a  result.  KacPill**  reputation  for  “Facility 
Excellence*  will  suffer. 

ADDITIONAL;  X  have  reviewed  this  document  and  certify  it  ie  complete  and  accurate.  I 
have  validated  the  project’s  primary  and  supporting  caste  and  work  classification.  It 
has  been  fully  coordinated  with  the  user  and  other  agencies  and  approved  by  the 
Installation  Commander. 


jC.  #o?x ,  lt  col,  usaf 
Base  Cjfc il  Engineer 

M  2  0  2003 


DO  FORM  »3S>1,  DEC  7S 


Previous  editions  are  obsolete. 


Page  No. 


Wi  Cof^yrkocxi  %  rJ 


1.  COMPONENT 

FT  2006  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT  DATA 

2.  DATE 

AIR  FORCE 

(computer  generated) 

3,  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION  I  4  PROJECT  TITLE 

MACD ILL  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  FLORIDA  AGE  SUPPORT  FACILITY 


5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7. 

PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT  COST  ($000) 

42976 

218-712 

NVZRG63706 

5,700 

$ .  COST  ESTIMATES 


. .  . . ITEM. . 

U/M 

QUANTITY 

UNIT 

COST 

AGE  SUPPORT  FACILITY 

LS 

3,004 

AGE  SUPPORT  EQUIPMENT  SHOP 

SM 

1,756 

1,565 

(  2,748) 

AGE  SUPPORT  YARD 

LS 

(  19  ) 

DEMOLITION 

SM 

1,579 

15D 

<  237  ) 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

2,110 

UTILITIES 

LS 

(  183) 

PAVMEOTS 

LS 

{  356) 

SITE  IMPROVEMENTS 

LS 

<  119) 

ENVIRONMENTAL  HAZARD  REMEDIATION 

LS 

(  1,450) 

SUBTOTAL 

5 , 1 14 

CONTINGENCY  (  5.C  %> 

256 

TOTAL  CONTRACT  COST 

5  f  370 

SUPERVISION,  INSPECTION  AND  OVERHEAD  (  5.7  %) 

306 

TOTAL  REQUEST 

5,676 

TOTAL  REQUEST  (ROUNDED) 

5,700 

10,  Description  of  proposed  Construction :  Facility  shall  be  on  a  concrete  foundation, 
elevated  I AW  FKMA  at  11  feet  above  sea  level,  with  concrete  masonry  unit  walls,  a 
standing  sea*  rsetal  roof  system,  etuCCO  exterior,  fire  detection/ suppression.  systems, 
HVAC,  emergency  power,  associated  Site  utilities,  parking,  perimeter  security,  grading 
and  landscaping  Includes  demolition  of  existing  building  and  removal  and.  treatment  of 
contaminated  soil. 

Air  Conditioning;  2B0  KW. _ 

11 .  REQUIREMENT;  1,756  SM  ADEQUATB :  0  SM  SUBSTANDARD ;  1,579SM 

PROJECT;  Constructs  a  new  AGE  Support  Facility  to  replace  building  552.  (Current 
Mission) 

REQUIREMENT :  An  adequately  sized,  organized  and  equipped  facility  to  improve  the 
maintenance  specialists’  efficiency  and  ability  to  service  and  repair  equipment,  and 
encourage  pride  of  ownership  in  their  workplace. 

CURRENT  SITUATION :  The  AGE  Maintenance  Facility  was  originally  constructed  in  1942  and 
added  onto  in  1967.  The  ceilings  and  door  heights  are  too  low  to  allow  entry  of  some 
AGE,  Roof  trusses  support  members  are  termite  damaged  and  their  placements  interferes 
with  movement  of  equipment.  Mechanical  exhaust  equipment  has  failed  and  requires 
replacement.  Administrative  offices  were  constructed  through  self-help  efforts  and  are 
not  centrally  located,  nor  acoustically  separate  from  the  shop  areas.  Interior  and 
exterior  finishes  are  outdated  and  do  not  meet  the  base's  architectural  standards.  The 
restroom  facilities  are  located  in  a  connecting  building  and  subject  personnel  to  the 
harsh  Florida  environment  to  use  them.  The  chain  hoist  is  not  rated  for  some  of  the 
heavier  pieces  of  AGE.  Windows  are  energy  wasters  and  do  not  meet  current  Force 
Protection  standards.  There  is  no  defined  main  entrance  to  the  building  and  visitors 


DC  FORM  1391,  DEC  7S 


Previous  editions  are  obsolete . 


Page  No. 


5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT  $,  CATEGORY  CODE  |7.  PROJECT  NUMBER  S,  PROJECT  COST  {§000} 

41976  218-712  |  NVZR063706  5,700 

can  easily  enter  directly  into  a  s e rvice /maintenance  area.,  lighting  fixtures  are 
outdated  and  inefficient.  Overhead,  doors  are  hard  to  maintain  and  difficult  to  operate. 
Access  to  the  parking  area  is  off  a  poorly  designed  Intersection  resulting  in  several 
vehicular  accidents . 

IMPACT  IF  NOT  PROVIDED:  The  facility  will  continue  to  degrade.  The  effectiveness  and 
morale  of  the  maintenance  staff  will  decrease.  This  facility  is  located  on  the  "Route 
of  Excellence",  a  primary  read  that  most  visitors  travel.  It  is  not  representative  of 
the  image  the  base  wants  to  portray.  As  a  result,  MacDill's  reputation  for  "Facility 
Excellence"  will  suffer. 

ADDITIONAL :  I  have  reviewed  this  document  and  certify  it  is  complete  and  accurate,  I 
have  validated  the  project^  primary  and  supporting  costs  and  work  classification.  It 
has  been  fully  coordinated  wrfch  the  occupants,  and  approved  by  the  Installation 
Cojamander . 


Base  Civil  Engineer:  Lt  Col  Anthony  A,  Foti,  {813)  828-3537. 

JOINT  USE  CERTIFICATION :  Mission  requirements,  operational  considerations,  and  location 
are  incompatible  with  use  by  other  components. 


t 
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I  1.  COMPONENT  : 

1  *IR  ^ _ i _ 

FSf  2 00S  MILITARY  CONSTRUCTION  PROJECT 

(computer  generated) 

DATA 

— 1 - 

J  2, 

DATE 

3.  INSTALLATION  AND  LOCATION 

MACDILL  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  FLORIDA 

|  4  .  PROJECT  TITLE 

1  AGE  SUPPORT  FACILITY 

5.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT 

|  6.  CATEGORY  CODE 

7.  PROJECT  NUMBER 

8.  PROJECT 

COST 

o 

o 

o 

■C'V 

41976 

21B-712 

NVZR063706 

5,700 

12.  SUPPLEMENT*!,  DATA; 


12.  SUPPLEMENTAL  DATA: 

a.  Estimated  Design  Data: 

{ 1 }  Status : 

(a)  Date  Design  Started 

(b)  Parametric  Cost  Estimates  used  to  develop  costs  YES 

*  (c)  Percent  Complete  as  of  -31  JAN  2005 

*  fdj  Date  35%  Designed 
fe)  Date  Design  Cnn-plete 

(f>  Energy  Study /Life -Cycle  analysis  was /will  be  performed  NO 

<25  Basis: 

(a)  Standard  or  Definitive  Design  -  NO 

<b>  Where  Design  Was  Moat  Recently  Used  •• 

(3)  Total  Cost  (C)  *  (a)  +  (b)  or  (d>  +  (e)  :  ($000) 

(a)  Production  of  Plans  and  Specifications  0 

(b)  All  Other  Design  Coats  0 

(c)  Total  0 

(d)  Contract  0 

(e)  In-house  0 


(4)  Construction  Contract  Award 

(5)  Construction  Start 

(6)  Construction  Completion 

*  Indicates  completion  of  Project  Definition  with  Parametric  Cost  Estimate 
which  is  comparable  to  traditional  35%  design  to  ensure  valid  scope, 
cost  and  executabi 1 i ty . 

fc.  Equipment  associated  with  this  project  provided  from  other  appropriations: 
N/A 
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Previous  editions  are  obsolete. 
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INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  COMPLETING  AF  FORM  3052 

cos  i  item,  inscription  er  materials  required.  writ  to  be  done,  special  equipment  needed,  etc  Breakdown  enouB  be  in  sufficient  detail  to 
permit  Itemizing  ot  all  direct  costs. 

col  2  unit  ot  Measure,  Description  or  toe  unit  in  wnicn  each  item  is  to  be  estimated  (examples ;  square  yards  -  a  v,  cubic  yards  -  L'V,  square 
feet  -  SF,  linear  feet  -  LF.  board  feet  -  Sr,  each  -  EA.  pound  -LB). 

coi  3  Quantity.  Contractors  estimate  ot  quantity  required  in  terms  ot  unit  ot  measure  (column  z).  Items  and  units  ot  measure  will  be 
funished  by  the  Government.  Quantity  estimates  will  be  furnished  by  the  Government  only  when  It  is  anticipated  that  a  unit  price  contract  will 
be  issued  otherwise,  the  contractor  *$  responsible  for  determining  quantity  estimates 

coi  4  and  5  Material  costs  enter  unit  cost  (Uol  4  j  or  material  to  be  supplied  ana  total  cost  few  a;  ter  item  listed  in  column  i . 

Coi  e,  ?  and  «  Labor  Costs  fcnier  in  col  tj  trie  estimated  number  of  manhours  or  mandays  needed  to  perform  the  worts  listed  tn  column  1 . 

!  tenter  m  Col  f  tne  average  rate  per  mannour  mwulay)  and  in  Col « the  total  labor  cost. 

Cot  8  other  Direct  Costs  fcrtter  ostinr.Bted  costs  ot  special  equipment  and  other  items  { listed  in  column  1)  which  are  special  to  the  contract 

and  of  significant  dollar  value. 

coi  it>  tine  i otai.  sen-explanatory. 

NU  l  b:  In  addition  to  me  ether  totals  entered  on  various  pages,  the  grana  totai  ot  column  1 0.  plus  overhead  ano  profit  will  be  shown  on  the  last 
page  as  follows. 


FOR  OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY 


TOTAL  MATERIAL  COSTS 
TOTAL  LA30R  COSTS 
TOTAL.  OTHER  DIRECT  COSTS 
TOTAL  DIRECT  COSTS 


OVERHEAD  (IN  ABOVE) 

20.(50  St 

PROFIT  (to  ABOVE  1 

16  00  % 

TOTAL  PRICE 

DATE 

‘  27  Sep  2CG4 

TITLE 

Phi  i:r.  Architect 

$  I29.SSS.7S  Repair  &  M4  M  AGE  Maintenance  Facility,  8S5I 

Renovate  ««d  relocate  interior  office  portion 

5  TV.71T.50 

s _ 74.CKtoce_ 

S  221.07S.2S 

$  44,214.65 

S  3a.1S0.93 

$ _ 

I _  298,448.89 

FIRM  NAME  CMS  6CES/CECE _ 

BY 

(Signature) 


INSTRUCTIONS  TO  OFFERORS 

1 .  The  purpose  of  this  form  is  to  provide  a  standard  format  by  which  Hie  offeror  submits  to  the  Government  a  summary  of  incurred  and 
estimated  costs  /and  anacna cr  supporting  mionmuon)  suitable  roroeiasea  review  ana  analysis.  Knur  to  the  award  ct  a  contract  resulting  from 
this  proposal  the  offeror  shall  under  the  conditions  stated  in  ASPR  3-807.3,  be  required  io  submit  a  certificate  of  current  cosi  or  pricing  data 
(see  ASPR  3-807. 3(e)  and  3-807 . 4} 

2.  In  addition  to  the  specific  information  required  by  this  form,  the  offeror  is  expected,  in  good  faith,  to  incorporate  in  and  submit  with  this 
form  any  add  Mortal  data,  supporting  schedules,  cr  substantiation  which  are  reasonably  required  for  the  conduct  of  an  appropriate  review  and 
analysis  in  the  light  of  the  specific  facts  of  this  procurement  For  effective  negotiations,  it  is  essential  that  there  be  a  Clear  understanding  Of 

a.  The  existing,  verifiable  data. 

b.  The  judgmental  factors  applied  in  projecting  from  known  data  to  the  estimate,  and 

c.  Trie  contingencies  used  by  the  offeror  in  his  proposed  price. 

In  short,  the  offeror's  estimating  process  itself  needs  to  be  disclosed. 

3.  When  attachment  of  supporting  cost  er  pricing  data  to  this  form  is  impracticable,  the  data  will  be  described  (with  schedules  as  appropriate), 
and  made  available  to  toe  contracting  officer  or  his  authorized  representative  upon  request. 

4  By  submission  of  this  proposal  the  offeror  grants  io  tfis  contracting  officer,  or  his  authorized  representative,  the  right  io  examine,  for  the 
purpose  of  verifying  the  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted,  (hose  books,  records,  documents  ana  other  supporting  data  which  will  permit  adecuate 
evaluation  Of  such  cost  or  pricing  data,  along  with  toe  computations  and  projections  used  herein.  This  right  may  be  exercised  in  connection 
with  any  negotiations  poor  to  contract  award 

(Reverie  of  AF  Form  30S2...  AUG  S3) _  • _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 


